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DEFENCE 


HIMSELF, 


AGAINST 


| The unjuſt Aſperſions Thrown upon Him in 
a late PAMPHLET, | 


| ENTITLED, | 


A Reply to aVindication of the Letter Publiſhed in a Pamphlet, 
call d, FARM DETECTED, &«. 


— 
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—— 


—— —j—— 
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Wherein alſo ſome Juſtice is done to His Grace the Lord 
| Archbiſhop of DUBLIN: And to Dr. Browne, now 
Lord Biſhop of CORK and ROSS. 


ſearebe tb him, Prov. xviii. 17. 


Neither againſt the Law——— Neither againſt the _—_ nor yet againſt 
Caſar bave I offended any Thing at all, Act. xxv. 8 


Neither can they prove the Things whereof they now Accuſe me, Chap. 
XXIiv. 13. 


DUBLIN: Printed by F. Dickſon, for J. PRO Bookſeller 
| in Skinner-Row, M DCCKXI. 


Lad 


He that is firſt in bis own Cauſe ſeemeth juſt ; But bis Neighbour cometh and 


+ 


> 
o 
* 
544 — * ft * * 4 + Ie ©» « * a * 8 ä 1 0 4 5 3 F : 
* - = 2 * 25 „ 30 =—_—y $4 * mp * 8 W - ; 
* — 
i 
#F, 
Fs 
LW 
* 
# 
- 
ö ; J — 1 
) 45 * 
- 


= 
# 
» 
| * 
” 
: a 
4 1 1 
: 
* 1 i ; 
| - 
. a | 
. * 
” ON 
4 
. . 
1 
* 
* 
" * 
| * 
| % 
ba * 2 * 5. . 5 4 ; 
\ 
* 
- - - 
» 
o 4 
- 
” 
1 
1 * - 
. 
# 
4 
* - 
. 
- 
. 
o 
” 
o 
A. . 
* 
* „ — P 
* 
® . 
P 
l = "| 
. f . 
2 c 


1 HE 


PREFACE 


N the Month of February, 1705-6., My. William Percivale, 
Archdeacon of Caſhel, and Mr. Francis Higgins, Members 
of the Lower-Houſe of Convocation in Ireland, made a Re- 

preſentation i» Writing, of ſome of the Proceedings of the Houle, 

of which they were Members, and (being thereunto Deſired ) gave 
it in to the Lower-Houſle of the Province of Canterbury in En- 


I 


gland. Which Repreſentation was, ſome time after, Printed and 


Publiſhed in a Pamphlet, Entitled, Some Proceedings in the Con- 
vocation, A. D. 1705. Faithfully Repreſented. 

In Anſwer to this Pamphlet, another was publiſhed, called Par- 
tiality Detected: In which an Anonymous Letter was inſerted, 
giving a different Account of Matters, from what had been done in 
the Repreſentation. The 

On this Letter a Member of the Lower-Houſe of Convocation 
in Ireland, ( Generally Suppoſed to be the Archdeacon himſelf) 
publiſhes Remarks: In Anſwer whereunto a Vindication is pur 
out, ( by the Author of the Letter, as it is thought) to which is ad- 
ded an Appendix containing a full Narrative of the Proceedings 
of the Lower-Houſe of Convocation, ( viz. in Ireland) with 
Reference to the ſaid Letter. | 

To this Vindication à Reply ( Printed, and, for ſome Months, 
with great Secrecy handed about) was, in the latter end of Novem- 
ber laſt paſt, publiſhed; and comes ( as every one ſays, and no Man, 
that I know of Contraditts ) from the ſame hand that writ the Re- 
marks: In which Reply I am ſo unjuſtly (and never once with 
Truth) Aſperſed 3 4s to lay me ay 4 a neceſſity of this Defence 


of my Self. 
my Self > RY As 


The Preface. 


As to the Controverſy between the Author of the Letter, and 
the Replyer, I medale no farther with it, than is neceſſary in order 
to my own Fuſtification and that with Reſpect only to one. ſingle 
Paragraph of the Letter. But it was wot poſſible for me to ſet ſome 
part of my own Vindication in a true Light, without doing ſome ju- 
ſtice at the ſame time, to the Lord Archbiſhop of Dublin, and 
Dr. Browne, the now Lord Biſhop of Cork and Roſs. 

His Grace, I know, Slights, to the laſt, Degree, all the pon At- 
tempts of ſuch little Pamphlets : Nor has my Lord Biſhop of Cork 
and Roſs been in Dublin, ſince I began to put Pen to Paper: So 
that what I have Written, with Relation to either of them, has not 
been Communicated to the one or the other. But the Reader may 
depend upon it, that whatever is here ſaid, as well concerning Them 
as my Self, is faithfully and impartially done. | 


Jan. 2, I7TIO-It.,. Edw. Vyße: 


— 
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The Paragraph of the Letter, which occaſioned ſo much De- 
bate in the Lower-Houſe of Convocation, is. as follows. 


T Muſt obſerve, that ſome time before the: Meeting of the 
preſent - Convocation in Ireland; abundance of Pains, and 
Art, and Induſtry, were uſed to make many of the Clergy of 
1 apprehenſive of dangerous Deſigns, then forming 
againſt the Rights of the Church here; and Particularly that 
fome of the Biſhops of this Church, were encroaching on the 
Rights and Privileges of the Lower Clergy ; and deſigned, ' 
either to Enflave them, or make them a uſeleſs part of the Con- 
vocation. It is not neceſſary to tell you under what Influence, 
nor by what Concurrent Accidents, this Notion began to ob- 
tain. It is enough to ſay that many did too Readily entertain 
it: And Conſequently, that the Lower Clergy of Ireland were 
under a ſtrong Diſpoſition to Copy after the Majority of the 
Lower Houſe here; and to Aſſume thoſe for undoubted Rights 
and Privileges, which they ſaw ſo warmly Claimed and De- 
ended by their Brethren here, and all under pretence of Zea} 
dor the Eſtabliſhed Church, 


Reverend 


C9) 


Reverend 8 ir, 


Aving no other Deſign, in this Addreſs, but only 
to convince you, and all thoſe to whom you have 
endeavoured to expoſe me, that you have done 
me and ſome others very great Wrong; I ſhall, 
without any farther Ceremony , apply my ſelf firſt 
conſideration of. thoſe - Paſſages of your late Book, in which I 
am, or ſeem to be, chiefly concerned. 

The firſt place, in it, where I find my ſelf named, or point- 
ed at, is pag. 23. Where you aſſert that the Reſolutions of the 
Committee Nin you there ſet down at length, and are five 
in Number) were drawn up, and the Truth of every thing con- 
tained in theſe Reſolutions proved, by me- | 
Ihe matter of Fact (of any part of which I admire how 
you could be ignorant) was exactly thus. When the Lower- 
Houſe of Convocation appointed a Committee, for the examina- 


to the 


* 


tion of the Letter printed in Partiality Detected; As I was not, 
that I know of, named upon it, ſo had I fully reſolved not to 
concern my ſelf about any thing that ſnould be Tranſacted in 
it, until ſuch time as the matter ſnould be brought into the 


Houſe. This Reſolution of mine J was obliged to alter, at 
the requeſt of the Committee it ſelf; in whoſe name Dr. 7 


was pleaſed to deſire me, that J would come to them, where 
they were Sitting, and give them my thoughts touching a + 
Point which they were almoſt ready to enter upon; namely, 
Whether or no, for the due execution. of the Provincial Writs , . 


* 


(6) 


were preſent. The Committee were pleaſed farther to deſire 
that, upon the Foundation of what I had ſaid, I would draw 
up ſuch Reſolutions, as might be proper for them to come to. 
I obeyed, and immediately framed the Three firlt of thoſe 


five, which you have fet down, in which I did all that I 
thought was neceſſary, and in my Power, to aſſert both the 
Rights and Honour of the Convocation. But as for the two laſt 
of the Five Reſolutions (which you equally lay to my Charge 
with the other Three) they were not ſo dns as thought of 
by me, but (expreſly contrary to what you in Terms aſſert) 
drawn up, by two of your own Adherents , and one of them 
(1 very well remember) produced ready written beforehand, 
by a perſon who ſtood juſt in your view; ſo that, if your 
Eyes and Ears were open, it was impoſſible but you muſt both 
ſee him and his Paper, and hear his Voice when he Read it. 
That theſe two laſt Reſolutions (one of which, at leaſt was 
framed and ready written before I began to ſpeak in the Com- 
mittee) were only deſigned to render the Perſon of the Letter- 
Writer Odious, is very evident to all who Read them : For as 
to the merit of the Cauſe (viz. whether the Provincial Writs 
were duly and ſufficiently executed or not) they do not touch, 
in the leaſt, upon it: And when I recolle& what Care was ſoon 
after taken to poſſeſs the World, that once I was as deeply, as 
any Man, engaged againſt that Letter (of which Report I had an 
Account from a worthy Divine as far off as from Cork in Fuly, 
1709.) It gives ſome ſmall Suſpicion , that there is a little 
Byaſs upon your Memory, when you thus miſrelate a matter 
of Fact, at which you were perſonally preſent, during the 
whole Tranſaction, and had the greateſt concern, of any one 


d. Append. Man there, to take good Notice of what paſſed. 


After I had done that for which I was ſent for by the Com- 
mittee ; I took no great notice of what farther paſſed ; ( And 
had not this been the only time that ever I remember to have 
ſeen a Member of aCommittee pull out of his Pocket aReſolution 
ready drawn in Writing, I had not well been able to recollect 
-as much as I have done) only I remember that, finding the 
Torrent begin to run, as! thoudke, too high and ſtrong, I 
attempted to give ſome ſmall Oppoſition to it. But, _ 

a 
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I had ſerved the preſent Purpoſe, no farther regard being given 
to any thing I faid, I held my Tongue, when J found it was in 
vain to ſpeak. 

The next place where you mention me; and that with an 
air of Scorn, is pag. 65- I. 22. under the appellation of his 
(i. e, the Vindicator's) dear Friend Dr. Synge (where alſo you 


charge me with a Principle, which whether True or Falſe, 

was never advanced by me, of which anon) And with the like 

Contempt you Name me again, p. 72. I hope (ſay you) he will 

not harbour any Suſpicion that his Friend Dr. Synge could be ca- 

pable of 12 1 any thing detrimental to the Rights and Privileges 
Co 


of the Houſe. Now if I have really deſerved this ſort of jear- 


ing Language, I think you ought to have ſhewn it; and even 
then alſo to have conſidered whether it had not been better to 


have ſpared ſuch ſort of Expreſſions. But as I hope that I ſhall 
bear yet greater Reproaches than theſe, with Patience, in caſe 
they {half at any time be caſt upon me : So, whilſt you think 


you Spy a Mote in my Eye, I pray take care there be not a 


Beam in your own : And when you thus vilifie me for being more 
a Friend to a certain Man than you think he deſerves : Beware 


you have not been more his Enemy, than the Goſpel , which 
we preach to others, and therefore ſhould, our ſelves, Practice, 
will juſtifie or allow. | 

In the latter part of your Book (which begins at pag. 77.) 
you undertake to lay open the Vindicator's late Narrative of 
the Proceedings of the Lower-Houſe of Convocation- Now to lay 
open a Narrative, in the ſenſe you would be underſtood, plain- 
ly ſignifies, or at leaſt ought to ſignify, t ſupply its Defect or 


Omiſſions, and to rettifie its Errors or Miſtakes: And how._ 


faithfully you have done both theſe things, with Relation to me, 
may very eaſily be ſeen from what follows. 


Pag. 81. You ſet down at length that Paragraph of the Let- 
ter, Which firſt came to be Debated in the Lower-Houſe : 


And pag. 82. The Reſolution of the Committee thereypon 3; 
which was that this Paragraph contains Matters that are Falſe 
and Scandalous, highly refletting on the Clergy of Ireland, and 
injurious to the Rights of the Lower-Houſe of Convocation- 


MF 


(8) 

' But here, inſtead of laying open, vou think fit to ſuppriſc 4 
material part of what 1 ry 4 the be inning of ones 
which aroſe in the Houſe upon this Reſolution : And that al- 
tho” the Narrative; pag · x, in the very next Words after what 
you quote out of it; gives you a brief Account of my words; 
and tells you that Ar. Synge deſired them (i. e. you and your 
Friends) to extract any one Propoſition out of that Paragraph, 
and to prove t he Falſity of it. And ſure you cannot forget how 
far I then preſſed that Motion : Laying before the Houſe that 
the firſt thing proper to be enquired into was the Falſity char- 
ged upon the Paragraph; that nothing in it could pollbiy be 
True or Falſe but a Propoſit ion: And that, therefore, I deſired 
and moved that ſuch a Propoſit ion might be aſſigned, and fairly 
Debated; which very fair and reaſonable Motion of mine, 
tho? ſeveral times preſſed, was ſtill declined by you and your 
Friends, and no other Anſwer given to it but this, that the 
only Queſtion which lay before the Houſe was, whether they 
would agree or diſagree with the Committee + As the Narrative, 
in the ſame Pages might have put you in mind. All this 1 
ſay, you p s over in Silence; and yet would have the World 
believe, that you give not only a True, but alſo an Impartial 
account of that Affair, pag. 81. And here comes in the Prin- 
ciple Which pag. 65 you lay to my Charge, and now again re- 

: Vir. That J anſwered that they had Charged the Para- 
graph with Falſity, that it lay upon them to make good that 
Charge: For that every Writing, as well as every Man, is pre- 
ſumed to be good and true, till the contrary be made to appear. 
Which laſt Sentence you conſider as an Aphoriſm, and with- 
out due regard to the preſent Occaſion z and fo endeavour to 


expoſe it to Scorn, pag. 82. 

ut here 1 Kult — that this Principle (whether True 
or Falſe) was not advanced by me : And if the Narrative be 
a little defective or ſhort in this Point, you ſhould (according 
to your undertaking) have laid it more fairly open. The Ar- 
gument hinted at, was urged by another Perſon : And, as it 
- then ſtood in its clear Light, neither you, nor any of your 
Friends, ſo much as attempted an Anſwer to it. It was thus, 
This Paragraph (ſaid that Reverend Archdeacon) is brought us 

t 


4 91/ 

the Bay as 4 Criminal : But no Crimi! can in Juſtice be Cindemine 
ed; except bis Crime be firſt Specified, and then Preved : hr every 
Mam is preſumed to be ( , aud Truty withi therentraiy be mule 
Appears Aud, as the Caſe at preſcut ſtands, this Rule is fairly ap- 
pl:cable to the Paragraph nom before us I am ſure I repeat his 
ſeuſe molt exactly, and for the moſt part in his own Words : 
Aud if you pleaſe to try how you can refute this Resſoning; 
lam very ſure that the fame worthy Perſon, who advanced it, 
can, and I believe will, give you a very full and ſufficient 
Anlwer. | 

Pag. 83. You very much miſreperſent the Argument I uſed 
to prove that pains had been talen to make ſome of the. Clergy 
bere apprebenſive that ſome of the Biſhops of England were en- 
croachung on the Rights of the Clergy there; and juſtead of an- 
ſwering it (which in the Houſe you ſcarce attempted ) you 
only mangle it, and ſtrive to put it into a ridiculous Drels. 
My Argument was thus; viz. That te print aud ſpread Pam- 
phlets was, certainly, to take Paint; and that Pampblets tending 
to beget ſuch apprehenſions of the Engliſh Biſhops were 
Printed indeed in Eng/and, but ſpread in this Kingdom; 1 

not only from the inſtances of Dr. Neale and my ſelf; 
who had ſeveral ſuch Pamphlets ſent to us out of England , 
without ſending, or paying any thing, for them; but allo from 
the Impreſſions which 1 faund had been made not only upou 
my ſelf, but alſo on many of my Brethren of the Cler- , 
gy, to the diſadvantage of the Biſhops of Euglaud· The mat- 
ter of Fact is Notorious, nor is it with ſober Men to be refu- 
ted by a little of what they call Banter. 

In the ſame Page, you Charge me with great Heat and Paſ- 
fion in this Debate, and a great Concern in favour of the Letter- 
Writer. My way of ſpeaking (whether from Nature or Cu- 
ſtom) is indeed ſomething earneſt, and my Voice loud: But did 
I in all this Debate ſpeak ſo much as one indecent Word? If 
I did, Proclaim it to the World ; and the way you have treat- 
ed me, gives much Reaſon to believe, that if you had kvown 
any ſuch, you would not have concealed it. And as for the 
concern Which 1 ſeemed to ſhew; it was really and truly to find 
you, and ſome others, ende to bring the Houle * a 

| 8325 Vote 


— —_ 


ſentation only, and not of the whole. 


( 10 ) 


Vote that a Paragraph was Falſe and Scandalous, &c. and yet 
decline the aſſigning of any one Falſe Propoſit ion in it, tho? ear- 
neſtly preſt to it: And alſo when I then did, and now do, 
really think that every Word of the whole Paragraph is, to a 
tittle True, I mean if it be fairly and candidly Interpreted. 
But my behaviour, ſuch as it was, in this Debate, was ſur- 
priz.ing (you ſay) ro all who had Reaſon to expett a very different 


behaviour from me. No doubt of it. But what Reaſon had I 


given them for ſuch an expeFation. Why, firſt you ſay, that 


F Aeclared publicly in the Houſe, that I could not blame Mr. 
Percivale for having made the Repreſentation. Something like 


that I own I ſaid; but it was 3 part of your Repre- 

nd I gave the very Rea- 
ſon that you mention, for what I ſaid; Namely, that had 7 
been in London in the ſame Circumſtances (that is, asI explain- 
ed my ſelf, under the fame Impreſſions that were made upon 
you) I believed that I ſhould have done the ſame thing: Nor 
can | fairly blame a Man for a Miſtake, that I my ſelf ſhould, 
in his Circumſtances, have probably, been drawn into. But 
this Declaration of mine was a part of that long Speech, which 
you are not pleaſed that I made on the day the Convocation was 


Prorogued; which, according to F har own Account, was a- 


bove a Month after this Debate : And therefore , you impoſe 
upon your unwary Reader, when you aſſign this Declaration of 
mine as a ground of what was to-be expected from me fo long 
before it was made. Or ſuppoſe that I had intirely approve 
of your Repreſentation, does it follow from hence that I ſhould 
join in Voting a Paragraph Falſe and Scandalous; when I really 

lieve it to 2 True? Or that I ſhould not endeavour to lay 
aſide a Debate even concerning this very Repreſentation and the 
Letter written againſt it, when L was fully ſatisfied that to po- 
on with that matter, would be of evil conſequence. 

Let us fee if your next Reaſon be any better. It is that 7 
declared (as you ſay, pag. 83) That the Remarks were, in my 
Opinion, a full and ſolid Confutation of the Letter , except that 
in one Point ( Viz. That concerning the Provincial Writ) more 
might have been ſaid than the Remarker had ſaid upon it. Now 


I do wlemuly proteſt, that I never, either publickly or pri- 


vately, 


Ar 


vately, made this Declaration, nor any thing like it. Peing 
deſired by the Committee to ſpeak to that Point ( v4z. of the 
Provincial Writs) I did indeed Read what the Kemarker had 
Written upon the Subject : And, finding it to come ſhort of 
what ought to have been ſaid, I told you that if your Remarks 
were Reprinted (as'it was reported they were to be at Oæ- 
ford) I thought you ought to ſet that matter upon the lame 
foot that 1 had done. But for all the reſt of your Books I ne- 
ver gave a Character of it: Nor indeed could I ; for to this 
day I have never read it. But whatever my Opinion of the 
fulneſs and ſolidity of the Remarks might be; why might 1 
not for all this, with very good Reaſon, endeavour to keep 
that Diſpute out of the Convocation, of which 1 could forelte 
no manner of good conſequence? And if you had, not only 
ſolidly, but allo fully, conſuted that Letter; How came it to 
pals that neither you nor any of your Friends, who had Read 
your Remarks, were, upon this Debate, at all prepared to con- 
fute this Paragraph, upon which the Committee had then paſſed 
their firſt, and molt heavy Cenſure. Infomuch , that one of 
your Friends (and a Man of ſharp Senle) inſtead of giving an 
Anſwer to what I had ſaid, not only caſt a ſcoffing Reproach 
upon my Perſon (to which, notwithſtanding the Hear and 


P aſſion you Object to me, I made no angry return, more than 


a bare complaint of fo publick an Injury) but alſo deſired that 
that Paragraph, upon which we then were, might for the pre- 
ſenz be poſtponed : And you your ſelf, inſtead of confuting the 
former part of the Paragraph (which was Oey: the moſt 
material and fundamental part of it) only betook your ſelf 
to ſhew, from the Rules of Grammatical Conſtruttion, that the 
word Pretezice, in the very laſt line of it, had its Relation un- 
to the Clergy of Ireland ? Of which anon. 


A Third R eafon of the great Surpriſe, that was at my Beha- 


viour at this Debate (you ſayPag. 84) was that I had alſo decla- 
red Publickly hom much I abhorred and deteſted the Letter; And 
that I would, after the Adjournment to June 16th, as readily 
join in the Cenſure of it as any Man. But will not all Men, that 
know you, be not only Surpriſed, but Aſtoniſbed, when they 


find a Man of your Character ſo very Forget ful? For, to the 
B 2 very 


| 
; 
( 
; 
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very laſt Seſſion of the Houſe before this Debate ; I always 
Publickly Declared , and that moſt Truly; that I had ever 
Read the Letter; and knew no more of the Contents of it, than 
what I had been told by ſome of my Brethren : But that if it did 
really contain or import ſuch evil Things as were objected to 
it, I ſhould be very far from Vindicating it; (which were the 
worſt Words that, before this Debate, I remember my ſelf 
to have ſpoken of the Letter, either in the Houſe or at any 
Committee) And, upon this ſame Suppoſition, it is very pro- 
bable that I might (But, I profeſs, I do not remember that 1 
did) ſay to ſome of my Acquaintance, that I would readily 
concur in the Cenſure of it, whenever the Objections that were 
againſt it ſhould fairly be made good.. But abſolutely to ex- 
preſs ſuch an Abhorrence of a Letter which I Publickly owned, 
and that ſeveral Times, I had never Read; and poſitively to 
Declare that I would join in the Cenſure of it ( As you lay the 
Matter to my Charge) was a Thing too Ridiculous even for 
me to doz As mean an Opinion as you are pleaſed to Enter- 
tain of me. | | 
The very Evening before this Debate ( and never before nor 
fince ) I Read this Letter; and found indeed (as I apprehend- 
ed) ſeveral Errors in it: But upon the reading of it, I was a- 
bundantly perſuaded of the Truth of what had lately been Sug- 
eſted to me, by ſome Perſons of preat Prudence, and moſt 
ncere Friends to our Church, viz. That to make ſuch a ſtir, 
about this Letter, in dur Convocation (however grateful ic 
might be to ſome Perſons on the other ſide of the Vater) would 
be lo far from a real Service to our Church, That, on the con- 


trary, there was great Cauſe to fear it might prove of ill Con- 


ſequence to it: Nor could it be of any Advantage to us, to 
give the World Occaſion to think, that we had any Apprehen- 
fron, that our Rights and Privileges, which we quietly Enioy- 
ed, could any way be Shaken or Endangered by ſuch an Ane- 
nymou Pamphlet: And for this Reaſon alone it was that I en- 
deavoured, Firſt, to get the whole Diſpute Dropt, and (that 

Deſign failing) the Letter Recommitted. 
I was indeed (as you ſay ; but it was oy after this Debate) 
ut in mind, or (more properly) told, that Publickly 0 
| dhe 
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the Houſe, of my baving made ſuch a Declaration as you lay to 
my charge. To which I then as Publickly Anſwered, that I 
never Remembred that I uſed any ſuch Expreſſions ( with Re- 
lation to the Letter,) as are therein contained; or declared 
any more than what I have but now related, (neither did he 
who thus Reproached me; ſo much as offer to name (as I re- 
member) the Place, Time, or Perſons, where, when, or to 
whom, I made this Declaration ; which, if he could have told, 
believe he hardly would have omitted, ) I farther added, that 
I did Deteſt and Abhor, all falſe Aſſertions that had any evil 
Conſequence attending them: And as to the Lerrer-Wrirers 
Opinion, touching the Execution of the Provincial Writs, (which 
was the only inſtance, that I Remember, given agaiuſt me) I 
then declared (and do fo ſtill) that I looked on it as a great 
Error in point of Law, and, if it ſhould obtain, of pernicious 
Conſequence : And therefore that I did really Deteſt and Abhor 
it; altho I could not call to mind that I had ever before made 
uſe of thoſe Words upon that Occaſion : And having ſaid thus 
much, I never Remember to have heard more of this Objecti- 
on, until I found it with divers others (I cannot but ſay an- 

fairly ) Revived in your Book. 5 
As to the the gains which you took in the Houſe, and again 
repeat it in your Book, pag. 84. to prove that the Words a/ 
under pretence of Zeal, &c. in the laſt Line of this Conteſted 
Paragraph, have their reference to the Clergy of Ireland In re- 
turn to your Diſcourſe upon the Grammatical Conſtruttion of the 
Words, it may with as fair probality be urged that it is a known 
rule of Conſtruction, that, all relative Words in a Period, are 
to be Qnſtrued in Comjunttion with the next foregoing Antecedent, 
with which they are capable of being joined; except there be ſome- 
thing, either in the Sentence, or Connetted with it, that will nor 
admit of this Interpret at ion. Nor is this only good Grammar, 
but Law alfo : It being one of the Adaxims of it, for the De- 
termination of the meaning of ſuch Phraſes, as otherwiſe might 
be Ambiguous, that ad proximum Ant ecedens fieri debet Relatio, 
iſs impediatur Sententia- That theſe words all under Pretence 
of Zeal, &c. are to be referred to ſome words that go before, 
is allowed on all hands: And that the zeareſt antecedent words, 
| to 
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ro which they are Referable, are warmly Claimed and De- 
fended by their Bret hren here (i. e. in England,) any one who 
can Read, needs no more but his Eyes, to fatisfie himſelf. 
Moreover where any Man's words ſeem, in themſelves, to be 
Ambiguous, he who ſpeaks or writes them, one would think, 
ſhould have the beſt right to Interpret his own meaning: 
Nor ought ſuch his Interpretation to be rejected; except there 
be tome very manifeſt Reaſon that appears againſt it. Admit- 
ting then that there were ſome doubt to made whether 
thele words, in Diſpute, were to be referred to the neareſt 
Antecedent, which implies ſome at leaſt of the Clergy of England; 
or to à more Remote one, viz. the Cle-gy of Ireland: What 
reaſon can be given, why the ſuppoſed Letter-Mriter's own 
Interpretation of his meaning, who utterly diſavowed all man- 
ner of Deſign, in that Expreſſion, to caſt the leaſt Reflection 
on the Clergy of Ireland, ſhould not be accepted ? eſpecially 
if we conſider that ſuch a Reflection as this, could not poſſibly 
do any manner of Service to the Cauſe he had undertaken. 
But the Principle upon which alone I would have defended 
this part of the Paragraph is that the word Pretence, there, does 
not neceſſarily = any evil Reflection : It being a Term com- 
monly enough uſed to expreſs the Profeſſion of a Thing; bur 
yet without implying a denial of the Reality of it, ſuch a Man, 
J am ſure, pretends (i. e. profeſſes) to be my Friend; and I 
verily believe is ſo : Hu pretence (or what he profeſſes ) is ſo, or 
for, but his Heart is known to God alone Theſe, I ſay, and 
ſuch like Expreſſions, are very uſual ; and altogether conſiſtent 
with the Signification of the word Pretence: Nor ought we to 
take any Man's Words in the worſt ſenſe (eſpecially if he diſa- 
vow it ) if, according to the uſual cuſtom of Speech, they 
are Capable of a better. | ; 
All this ado indeed, about the word Pretence, is in it ſelf}, 
perhaps frivolous ; but lam compell'd to it in my own Juſti- 
cation. For altho' it was not I (as you would infinuate pag. 
84.) but another, who gave the Interpretation of that paſ- 
ſage in the Houſe; yet When I found that you, and all your 
Friends, had declined all the foregoing and moſt material part 
of the Paragraph, and that you ſer your ſelf, in many words, 
t 3 8 | ( and 
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(and thoſe, as I thought, ſomewhat confuſed) to force a con- 
ſtruction on that one Expreſſion, which no way appears to have 
been intended by the Author : I own I was both ſurprized and 
moved with Indignation, at ſuch a way of Proceeding ; and 
therefore did ſpeak to the purpoſe you mention. But as the 
Vindicator*s Narrative does not fully expreſs what I faid ; fo- 
neither do you. My Words, as near as I can remember, were- 
theſe ; Give me any Book ( The Holy Scripture only excepted ) 
and allow me to ſtrain the ſignification of ſome Words, and to join 
others together that are placed far aſunder : And I will undertake, 
by Paraphraſes, or far fetcht Inferences , to turn them into Blaſ- 
phemy, Hereſie, Non ſence, or what you will, or elſe I will for ever 
Renounce that knack of proving, which had (you know ) been: 
juſt before wich much Contempt Objected ro me, I am ſure 
this is very exactly the ſenſe of what | faid; Nor have you 
yet given me any Reaſon to retract it. 

But pag. 84, in line penult. you demand, whether it be True 
that the Lower Clergy of England att under a pretence of Zeal only ? 
And who can forbear, upon this Occaſion, to ask you, whether 
it is fair and candid in you to Print the Word Loni] in the 
Iralick Character (together with the reſt of the Sentence ) as 
if it were one of the Words of the Paragraph; Is there no 
difference between 4 Pretence, and a Pretence only? Is not the 
former of theſe (as I have juſt now ſhewn) very conſiſtent 
with the reality of a Thing, bur the latter not ſo? And is 
the Word Fonly] any part of the Sentence, or your own Ad- 
dition to it? Give me but this Liberty (which you here take 
of adding, upon occaſion, a Word of my own to what another 
Man has Written; Aud then, Iam ſure, I may very eaſily 
indeed, perform what 1 Undertook, as I have but juſt now ſet 
it down. 3% a | 
© You will ſay, perhaps, that the Word 009 is implyed in 
the Paragraph; altho* not expreſſed. If fo, then you ſhould 
have proved the Implication (which you have not ſo much. as 
attempted): and not have barely added to the expreſſion: But if 
you think it is implyed; is this implication weceſſary, and con- 
tained in the very ſignification of the Word-; or only volunta- 
xy, that is to ſay, in the intention of the Writer ? The former 
ture 
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ſure you will not ſay : For a thouſand inſtances may be given 
of the words Pretend and Pretence being uſed in our moſt ordi- 
nary Converſation, without implying {ach a limitation as you 
add, as if the Zerter-I7ier had deſigned thereby to deny rhe 
reality uf ſuch 4 He, as without all Controverſy, is often 
profeſſed or pretended, as well by thoſe who have it not, as by 
thoſe who have. . 

But if you ſay that this ey2rlication, tho? not weceſſarily con- 
tained in the ſignification of the Word, was yet defirved by 
the Writer: Why have you not proved this Deſign ? or, at 
leaſt, giveu ſome probable ground to ſuſpect it? For my part 
I declare, I am altogether* a ſtranger to ſuch an Impl icat un; 
and thought (and ſtill do think) my ſelf e to add nothing 
to the Paragraph but what is (if not expreſſed, yet) vereſſuri- 
ly, at leaſt, er in it: And, taking it after this mamer, 1 
then did, and ſtill do, in my Gonſcicuce , believe every word 
of it to be exactly true; and am ready when thereunto called 
to 1 my Reaſons for it. | 

nd that even you your {elf are ſenſible that no fuch limit a- 
tion is ſufficiently implyed in the word Pretexce, is to me very 
evident from your adding of this word [only] to it (and that 
without any reaſon ſo much as ſuggeſted) in order to affix 
Jour own ſenſe upon it: Thereby moſt manifeſtly abufing your 

eaders; who, for the moſt part run over ſuch Books as 
thele haſtily ; And, finding the word Loy in the Italick 
Character, may unawares Take it for one of the Words of 


the Paragraph, without troubling themſelves any farther to 
examine it. 


Let me add a word more on this Sub 


„ before I diſmiſs its 


which is that I had never read the Letter, or this Paragraph, but 


once; and that very haſtily, before we had this Debate: 
Nor could I then doubt but whatever ſhould be brought into 
the Houſe, by you am your Friends, would be fer in a very 
clear Light : The cleareſt way, I thought of proceeding in this 
Affair, was to begin firſt with the Falſity that was objected ; 
and, (in order to be ſatisſied in this point) to ſingle out ſome 


Propoſition of the Paragraph, in which this ſuppoſed Faſity, or 
ſome part of it, was contained And, eng, 1 Muy 
| | pro- 
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propoſed, and inſiſted on this way: But when you and your 


Friends would by no means yield to this Propoſal ; and preſſed 


very hard that we ſhould ſwallow the Reſolut ion of the Com- 
mittee whole, without any Mincing of it: I was forced as well 
as 1 was able upon ſuch ſhort Preparation, to do what I could 
to keep the Houſe from ſuch a Vote, as I think, could never 
have been Juſtified : And if in theſe Circumſtances I had been 
uilty of ſome Miſtake, (as I think I have ſhewn 1 was not) a 
Candid Adverſary would certainly have made ſome Allowance 
for the Cauſe of it. 
never heard but one Reaſon offered, why the Queſtion 
ſhould be put ( not upon one ſingle Propoſition after another, 
but) upon the whole Paragraph at once, viz. that, poſſibly, 
ſome might think one Propoſition to be Falſe and Scandalous, 
others another; and ſo a Majority of the Houſe, ( tho? upon 
different Accounts) might truly concur in a Vote, that the 
Paragraph contained Matter that was Falſe and Scandalous : 
Whereas if each Propoſition ſhould be debated apart, ſuch a 
Majority might not poſſibly appear againſt any one of them. Let 
me do you that juſtice which you have not obſerved towards 
me. This reaſon was not given by you : But a wiſe one, no 
doubt, it was in him that gave it. | 
Fag. 96 line penult. you fay that Dr. Synge (who was now be- 
come a ſtrenuous Advocate for the Letter-Writer ) denied as round- 
ly as he (i. e. as Dr. Lambert) that the Houſe had power to Cen- 
fure any thing in Print. Which pretended Aſſertion of mine 
you repreſent as a Contradiction to what I had formerly, up- 
on ſuch an Occaſion, done in the Houſe. Now ſuppoſe that, af- 
ter a year or two, I had been otherwiſe informed, in a matter of 
Lam, than formerly Iwas : Where is the great abſurdity of this? 
But I here declare, that I never once denied; and much leſs 
roundly denied (as you exprels it) this power to be in the Houſe. 
When Dr. Lambert informed the Houſe, that it was the Opi- 
nion of Learned Counſel, who had been conſulted in England ; 
that the Convocation had no Power, without a ſpecial Licence from 
the Crown, to proceed in the Judicial Cenſure of any Book : I ſaid 
no more but that was matter -4 Law ; in which we onght ” 
take 
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rake good Care at this juncture not to be miſtaken: And 
therefore I moved that we might alſo take Advice of Counſel , 
before we proceeded farther in that Affair. And is this round- 
ly to deny? Or by what Name ſhall I call this round Dealin 
of yours in charging a Thing thus directiy upon me; of which 
it is impoſſible you ſhould have a clear remembrance, becauſe 
it never was? And as for the inſinuation contained in your 
Parentheſis: God and my own Conſcience do bear me Witneſs 
thar (to my Remembrance) I never offered one word in fa- 
vour of the Letter-Mriter (in all or any of the Debates where 
[ was preſent, either in the Houſe or any Committee) but what 
I did, and do think to be ſtrictly agreeable to Truth, as well 
as Chriſtian Charity: To both which 1 wiſh, for your own fake, 
as well as the Churches, that you had had a careful Eye, in 
all that you have ſaid and written in this Aﬀair. _ 
Pag. 7. You are pleaſed to uſe much Art (I wiſh it deſer- 
ved no worſe Name) to repreſent me at once both as Diſinge- 
nuous and Ridiculous. And here | X 
Firſt, tho? you do not indeed 'roundly affirm it; yet, by 
your way of ſpeaking, it is evident, you would have your 
eader believe that I knew beforehand of the Prorogation of 
the Convocation, that was to be Aug. 5. For, becauſe ſuch a 
Prorogation was that Day to take place; Therefore (ſay you) he 


1. e. the Letrer-Writer ) and Dr. Synge did mhat they could to 


ſpin out the time, &c. The Word [therefore] plainly aſſigns 
the Prorogation, which was to take place that Day, as the Reaſon 
why I (as well as the Letrer-Writer) did what I could to ſpin 
out the time, &c. But this way of Speaking would be altoge- 


ther Abſurd if I had not beforehand known ſomething of this 


Prorogat ion. Now if I really knew any thing of this Deſign 
of Prorogueing the Convocation > Why do you not fay it in 
plain terms (which you might have done with as good a Con- 
{cience as divers other things that you have ſpoken of me) in- 
ſtead of thus lily ſuggeſting it? But, to put a ſhort end to 


this part of our Diſpute, I declare, upon the word of a Chri-- 


ſtian, that I neither knew, nor in the leaſt ſuſpected, that there 
would that Day (or that Week or Month) have been ſuch 
| 4 
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4 Prorogation, until the Meſſage for it was actually brought in- 
to the Lower Houſe. | | 
- Secondly, The way I took to ſpin out the time (you fay ) 
was with long Speeches, without much regarding whether they were 
(that is, if J underſtand you, tho' 1 knew they were not) t 
the Purpoſe. Whether that Speech of mine, at which you aim, 

were to the purpoſe or not, we ſhall ſee preſently : But ſup- 
pole it were not; yet how do you know, but It hõ ht it was 
to the Purpoſe: Why do you fa y that 1 {ſpoke without much 
regarding whether it were t6 the Purpoſe or not? Or who in- 
formed you that what I did was deſigned ro ſpin out the time? 
Of theſe Ny and finiſter:/Defigns, I bleſs God my Conſcience 
alrogether acquits me: And I leave you to yours for taking 
upon you thus uncharitably to paſs your Judgment upon my 
fecret Thoughts. e mage s, 910. v. 95 | be 

Thirdly, with a great air of Scorn you endeavour to expoſe 
ms, for bringing Pamphlots all wriit en in England, and relating 
to whut had happened in England; to prove that abundlaunce of 
Pains, Art, and Induſtry had been uſed in Ireland. To this 
you add a matter of Fact which, as it was not candidly, either 
done, or related to you by the ' Perſon who. gave you the In- 
formation 3"{0z1:becauſe-it is of no manner of Moment, I pats 
it over.. 10 201101! 0% 261⁰1 itt et. | N f a 

But I beſeech you, Sit, to lay aſide your Paſſion and Preju- 

dice,\ and confider/how' you and your” Friends had compelled 
me to do what you now complain of. When this Paragraph, 
_— with the Vote of the Committee; that it contained nat- 
teri )Mhat work 'Falſe aud Scandalous, &c. was firſt Read in the 
Houſe ;i both vou and your: Friends (tho? earneſtly preſſed to 
it) poſitivelyorefuſed, and denied that you were obliged, "to 4. 
ſien"'any-one falſe Propoſition! in it: And yet ſtill urged. to have 
the queſtion put, and the Houſe to come into the Vote. Upon 
this That the Houſe, by a confuſed Notion of things, might 
not be brought to Vote that Falſe, which is fovery well known 
to be true; I undertook ro prove the Truth of every Propo- 


ſition in the whole Paragraph: Which I was very ſure I could 


do ; provided that no ſenſè were e 128 any of the Words 
or Expreſſions of it, but ſuch as they ſhould yeceſſarily import. 
C 2 The 
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Ihe firſt part of the Paragraph (viz. concerning the Art and 


Induſtry which were uſed to poſſels many of the Clergy of Ire- 
land with an ill Opinion of ſome of the Biſhops of England; I 
oved, Firſt, from the Pamphlets, Printed indeed in England, 
t diſperſed alſo in Ireland, for this very purpole ; And, Se- 
condly, from the impreſſions which thoſe very Notions had 
made, not only on my ſelf, but many others alſo of my Bre- 
thren of the Clergy. When none of were able to give 
(or at leaſt you did not give) an anſwer to this Argument; 
one of your Friends caſt a bitter Reproach upon my Perſon ;. 
And the ſame Man ſoon propoſed that this Paragraph might be, 
for the preſent, laid aſide; Upon which I moved that the whole 
Letter might be Recommitted, and it was Voted accordingly. 
After this, When the Committee ſate again upon this Let- 
ter; the very ſame Vote was, again alſo, paſſed on this Para- 
graph: And = (which was very ſurprizing no aſſignment 
of any one falſe Propoſition in it. At the ſame time alſo (as I 
am aſſured by one who was preſent): what 1 had ſaid on this 
Occaſion, in the Houſe, was, without the leaſt offer of a Con- 
futation, inſultingly ſcoff t at. Ay, but can you lay your finger 
upon a falſe Propoſition, ſays a certain Archdeacon (I do not 
mean you) Let us ſee if their Great Champion tan. again bring 
them off, ſays another, with an inſulting Motion of his Hand 


and Head; with more to the like purpoſe.  - 


At laſt this Paragraph comes again, together with the Vote 
to be examined in the Heels Had I not then all the Reaſon in 
the World to come as well prepared as I could, for the defence 
both of the Truth and my ow.¼n Reputation ? And how could | 
do either, to the ſatisfaction of all indifferent Perſons, if I had 
not confronted you with ſome of thoſe Pamphlets, on which the 
_ Foundation of my whole Argument on that Subject was 

HR... of; ni nos Q3 . f 213 8921 
But the utmoſt (ſay you) that was poſſible to be proved out of 
theſe Pamphlets, was, that endeavours (viz. To aſperſe the En- 
gun Biſhops) had been uſed in England. What ſtrange Tri- 
ing is this? If the Printing of theſe Pamphlets in England be 


an Argument of the pains and endeavours that were uſed 


there ; ls not the ſpreading of the ſame or the . 
| | + * and 
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and the Notions of them, in Ireland (which you were again 
and again told was done) as good proof that pains alſo and 
endeavours had for the ſame purpoſe been uſed here. 

But pag- 98. you draw up a Charge againſt the Lerter-Wy;- 
ter and me in the 1 Words : Viz. „But when they ſay, 
that Many ; and not only ſo, but that the Lower Clergy of 
<& Ireland-were guilty of theſe Practices; and with the aggra- 
vating Circumſtance of having done all under an Hypocriti- 
© cal pretence of Zeal for the Church, & c. Now after this ex- 
preſſion [When they ſa] one would expect (and many will be 
apt to believe accordingly ) that you ſhould ſet down no Words; 
at leaſt in the Italick Character ; but either thoſe of the Para- 
graph it ſelf, which he writ, and I defended ; or ſuch as were 
expreſly uſed, by him and me, in our Debates upon it. For 
if we never uſed thoſe very Words, which you mention; 
How can you, with Honeſty, tax us with them, under this 
form of Expreſſion; When they (i. e. the Letter-Writer and 
Dr. Synge) ſay, &c. I Appeal then even to your ſelf : Did the 
Letter-Mriter or 1 ever once make uſe of thoſe expreſſions ? 
Did we Charge the Lower Clergy of Ireland with the Guilt of 
any Practices whatſoever ? And much lefs with Hypocriſy? Or 
are theſe Words (which you expreſly mention as ſaid by us) 
in the Paragraph that was under Debate? And if not; then J 
pray conſider, whether you have not done us great Wrong , 
in thus expreſſing your ſelf, as if theſe were the very Words 
that we ſaid ? 

Youwillſay, perhaps, that if we did not uſe thoſe very Words, 
”=_ we ſpoke others that were altogether to the ſame purpoſe. 

ſo, then you ſhould honeſtly have repeated our very expreſ- 
ſions, and left your Reader to judge of the import of them. 

But let us put even this to a fair Tryal. ] 

The Paragraph indeed ſays, and fo do I, that Pains, Art and 
Induſtry were uſed, (viz. to beget in the Clergy of Ireland an 
ill opinion of ſome of the Biſhops of England:) But who they 
were that were Guilty of theſe Practices, as the Paragraph does 
no way Suggeſt, ſo did I never take upon me to ſay, or in the 
leaſt to intimate. Nor can we, certainly mean that the Lower 
Clergy uſed Art, Pains and. Induſtry, to beget ſuch an ill Opinion. 
Themſelves. F The 


. 

The Paragraph ſays, and I by Experience found; that ma 
did too readily 2242 this Notion, ( viz. in prejudice. of this 
Engliſh Biſhops, ) but to entertain a Notion is one thing: And 

to be Guilty of a practice, quite another. 
The Paragraph ſets it down as a Conſequence of this Notion, 
(anda very Natural one it is) that the Lower Clergy of Ireland, 
were under a ſtrong Diſpoſition to Copy after the Majority of the 
Lower-Houſe in England. But that, in purſuance of this Diſpo- 
ſition, they were Guilty of any Practices, of any fort whatſoever, 
there is not, in it, or in any thing ſaid by me, that 1 know of, 
ſo much as the leaſt Suggeſti o. 
And Laſtly, If, with you, we do ſuppoſe that the Lerter- 
Writter meant that this Diſpoſition of the Lower Clergy of Jre- 
land, appeared under a Pretence of Zeal for the Eſtabliſhed Church: 
Vet as even this does not go ſo far as to charge them with the 
Guilt of any Pratt ices at all, (there being a wide difference be- 
tween a Diſpoſition and a Practice,) to the egy avating Epithet 
of Hypocritical, which you add to the Word Fretence, and Print 
( as before you did the word only) in Italick Letters, — * 
ther with the reſt of the Sentence) as if it were part of the Fa- 
rag rapb, or a Word uſed 0 me; is, in my Opinion, no great 
Argument of your fair Dealing. A Pretence, or Profeſſion (which 
here is the tame thing) may be Sincere and Neal, as well as Ki- 
pocritical; nor is there 14 hing in the Paragraph, or was ever 
ſaid (as you pretend) or Suggeſted, by him or me, that fhould 
incline a Charitable Man ( Who thinketh no Evil, believet h al 
things, and hopeth all things, 1 Cor. 13.) to Determine it to the 
latter-rather than the form ert. 
- Having, amongſt alt the reſt of your Accufations, (and fal ſe 
ones I think I may well call them,) {aid this alſo to my Charge, 
-pag- 84, that I had publicbiy Declared how much I Abborred and 
ereſted the Letter; and then endeavoured, pag. 96, to repre- 
ſent me as inconſiſtent with my Self, by ſaying that I was be- 
come a Srrenuous Adwocate for the Letter-Writer : ( to both parts 
of which Allegation I have already Anſwered; ) Vou take from 
hence on Occaſion, (with much Scorn, and no Charity, )'in a 
Rhetorical Harangue to inſult me. Alan (ſay you ) may 
change his Opinion with the Mind, and his Reſolut ion wit h the 115 * 
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he may Deteſt a Letter one Day, and Plead its Cauſe mot her; 
for what ſhould hinder him ? Is he not Maſter of his own Reſoluti- 
on and Opinion ? pag. 100. How far a School-Boy may be 
Charmed with this flanting . . know not: But certainly 
Men of Senſe and Sobriety will deſpiſe it: Eſpecially when they 
conſider that the Ground of it all, is not only Falſe; but in- 
deed morally impoſſible to be True. For who can imagine that any 
Man in his Senſes would pretend to Abhor and Deteſt a Letter, 
and yet, at the ſame time, publickly Declare ( as you well 
know I often did) that he had never Read it, and was a ſtran- 
ger to the Contents of it, only what he had heard from ſome 
who gave an ill Character of it ? Or, what Body of Men, ſuch 
as the 833 of Convocation is, would have the leaſt re- 
gard to ſo inconſiſtent a Declaration, in caſe I had been fo great 
a Fool as to make it? If your Memory fails yau as to the 
Truth of Facts; yet at leaſt you ought to weigh the Proba- 
bility of them, before you pretend withſo much Aſſurance 
and Triumph to aſſert them. | 

In the ſame Page ( viz. pag · 100, line uit.) you deride me 
for an Objection which you pretend I brought againſt the Word 
L Unparliamentary I viz. that it was a long Word ;, you add, that 
ſome could not forbear Smiling to ſee me ſhew ſuch an Averſion 
ro long Words, and yet ſuch a fondneſs for long Speeches, pag- 101. 
But I pray (Sir) be Serious (for a Day is coming when we 
muſt give an Account of every idle Word) and tell me Soberly, did 
I make the length of the Word any object ion againſt it? did I 
not tell the Houſe, that every Society had certainly a Power to 
frame Rules for the Method of their own Proceeding within 
themſelves; provided that ſuch Rules were no way inconſiſtent 
with the Laws or Obligations under which they lay ; and that, 
accordingly the Lower- Houſe of Convocation had framed ſeveral 1 
fuch Rules for themſelves, without ſo much as enquiring whe- 
ther the ſame were obſerved in Parliament ; nor was there an | 
Law or Obligation fo much as pretended that in ſuch things as ' 
theſe ( which were matters of form only ) we ſhould Copy ex- iv 
actly after the Parliament; eſpecially if we conſidered (what l « 
had been told) that, in ſome Particulars, the Rules of both | 
Houſes were not exactly the ſame ?- Did I not (1 fay ) offer all 
this to the Houle ? And had I fo much as one Word of Anſwer 
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to it, og any part of it, either from you or any other? And 
becauſe, after all this, I defired that we might no more have 
ſuch a ſtir about this long Word; is it therefore fair in y ou not 
only to Reckon this as an Objection made againſt the Word by 
me, but alſo to inſinuate that it is as ſtrong as any that is 
urged againſt what you maintain about it ? I ſhould not much 
wonder at this Sant er from a Comedian ;, but from a Divine 
and a Dignitary of the Church, and, indeed, from your Self, T 
did not expect it. Then as for my long Speeches: When I 
once made a very long one, and pulled out a Book alſo to help 
me, to prove that the Provincial Writs were duly and ſuffici- 
ently executed; this was ſo far from being thought a Fault by 
you, that, on the contrary, you were pleaſed in the Houſe to 
Complement me for it : But when a Speech is made, ſhewing 
that to be unqueſtionably True, which you endeavour to make 
the World believe is Falſe and Scandalous; and that without 
any offer made, by you or your Friends, to aſſign the Falſity 
of it, in any one Propoſition ;, tho? often 3 and urged to it; 
however fond you repreſent me to be of ſuch a Speech, I do not 
at all wonder that you are not ſo. ; 

The [laſt place in your Book where I find my ſelf mention- 
ed, or pointed at, is pag. 103. And here, in the firſt place, 
you do not fairly ſet down the Senſe of the Petition you Speak 
of; altho*, by Printing the Words in the 7alick Character, 
you would inſinuate to the World that they are the very Terms 
of it. The Petition ( as you had it before your Eyes in the 
Vindicator's Narrative) ſays that the Petitioners, or ſome of them, 
did give 9 the Proteſt ſhould be enter d upon the Journals 
of - Houſe ;, at the ſame time Declaring that they did altogether 
diſapprove of the Matter of it. For, as it was not neceſſary, fo 
= it not have been Decent, for all of them to have ſpoken 
together in a Huddle; and therefore it was enough that 
ſome one or more of them {poke the Senſe of the Reſt. But 
theſe Words Lor 2 of them ] you think fit to ſuppreſs; 
as if you would thereby inſinuate the Petition to be Guilty 

of a groſs Miſrepreſentation in Fact; becauſe every one of 

the Petitioners did not, thw, 
Conſent, particularly and diſtinctly for himſelf, make that De- 
claration which in the Petition is ſet forth. But 


— 


before the giving of ſuch |. 
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But be this as it will, yet the Fact :s well known (lay you) 
to be quite otherwiſe. Dr. Lambert moved to have it (i. e. the 
Proteſt ) Received into the Journal, and it was agreed to be ſo 
Received, before any one of the Petitioners declared againſt the 
Matter of it. What is become of your Memory? And how 
comes it to retain whatever may Serve your Cauſe, and ſtill 
to let ſlip what makes againſt it? You own that immediately 
after this Conſent given, I moved that this very Paper ſhould now. 
be taken into Conſwderation : But, (Recollect your ſelf Sir) did 
I not make this very ſame Motion alſo before Dr. Lambert on 
this Occaſion, made any Motion at all ? The Caſe ( which if 
da forget, others, I hope do not) was, bona fide, thus: As 
oon as one of you had Read your Proteſt, 1 :mmediately op- 
poſed the Receiving of it ; and moved that it might be then 
taken into Conſideration, being ready to give my Reaſons againſt 
it: And in this Motion 1 am ſure I was Seconded by ſeveral 
others. ( Altho? it is hard, in ſuch a Caſe, Diſtinctty, at 
this diſtance of Time, to Remember the particular Perſons, ) 
But you and your Friends, ( contrary to the conſtant Method 
- hitherto uſed in Convocation, and, if I am rightly informed, 
in Parliament alſo, ) kept your Paper in your own Hands, 
expreſly Refuſing to Deliver it in, and ſaying you would not 
yield to have it Debated, but if the Houſe would not admit it on 
their Journals as it was, you knew well enough what to do with 
it. This (ſure you cannot forget) was the exact Senſe, and 
for Subſtance, the very Words that were ſpoken by one of 
you, and Concurred in by the Reſt : And this laſt Expreſſion 
every one there ( as far as I could find ) did believe to import 
a Deſign to make ſome Noiſe about this Proteſt inſome other 
Place : Upon which, being deſirous that whatever Difference 
we had, amongſt our Selves, might, as far as poſſible, be con- 
fined within the Walls of our own. Houſe ; as ſoon as Dr. Lam- 
bert moved that your Proteſ# might be entred upon our Jour- 
nals, I gave my Conſent to it: Aud then renewed the Mot ion, 
which before I had made, that this Paper, (of which the Hou ſe 
till now could not get the Poſſeſſion ) might be taken into 
Conſideration, and both I and others admitted to put our Senſe, 
of the Matter of it, on the Journals. This is Nakedly and 
8 8 D Impar. 
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' partially the matter of Fact; No part of which ought to 
have been concealed or omitted by you, who take upon you 
N 77.) to lay open the Vindicator's Narrative. And your 
| Fafal (the next Seſſion) to hear our Reaſons, which we 
brought in n ſo much as Read, laid us under a neceſ— 
ſity, for the clear Vindication both of our ſelves and our Prin- 
ciples, to lay them, together with our Petition, before the 
Upper Houle, | 8 

| PRE heard either Cuſtom or Law (other than that of 
common Reaſon and Equity) ſo much as pretended for regu- 
fating the buſineſs of Proteſts in the Lower ah of Convocation * 
And if that Houſe be tyed up to the Methods of Parliament 
(oor which you fo earneſtly contend pag. 100) I have been in- 

ormed that no Proteſts at all are allowed in the Houſe of Com- 
ons. However, it did and does ſeem to me to be matter of 
great Reaſon and Equity, that, in ſuch a Meeting as the Lower 
Hauſe of Convocation is, every Member that inſiſts upon it, 
ſhould have liberry at his own Peril ro enter his Proteſt againſt 
any Proceedings of the Houſe : And why another Member 
(and much more many in Conjunction) ſhould nor likewiſe 
have liberty to lodge his ſenſe concerning the matter of ſuch a 
Proteſt upon the Journals (And that altho? he had yielded it, 
as a Right that ought not to be denied, that the Proteſt ſhould 
be received) I confeſs I neither then did, nor yet do, fee. any 
ſufficient Reaſon :. Nor have we as I have juſt now faid, any 
Law, or Cuſtom of the Houſe, to regulate this Affair. As 

therefore, I think, it would have been in me a denial of Juſtice, 
to have hindred you from entring your Proteſt ; fince you po- 
ſitively refuſed to have it ſo much as Debated, and infilted u 
on the doing of it at your on hazard; ſo was it, in my O- 

inion the like denial in Ta hinder the Reaſons offered, 
by me and others, againſt the mater of your Proteſt, not onl 
from being entred on the Fowrnals, but even ſo much as read 
or conſidered in the Houſe. . | W tg 
Hut ſhould the words of a Proteſt (ſay you, pag. 104) contain 
any. thing againſt good manners, or againſt the Rights of the e 
er contrary to the Laws of the Land, the Houſe would (as they 
hae oft en done for one or more of theſe Cauſes) rejett it. Now 
that ever the Houſe did, ſo much as once, and much. lefs (as 

. you. 
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ou fay) ofttn rejeft a Proteſt (that once had been Read in the 
ouſe) for any Cauſe whatſoever ; where the Proteſters reſu- 
fed co withdraw it, and inſiſted upon having it entred at their 
own Peril; I do not at all remember. If any ſuch thing 
were done, I believe 1 was then abſent ; And lam ſorry that 
ſo mauy inſtances, as you have given me, of a bad Memory , 
will not allow me to believe it upon your bare Teſtimony. 
But to the thing it felf I anſwer, that the Laws of God (which 
are the Rule of Good Manners) and thoſe of the Land (of which 
the Rights of the Houſe are a part; for a pretended Right, that 
is founded on no Law, is no Right) that both theſe Laws (I ſay) 
do undoubtedly lay an Obligation upon the Lower. Houſe of 
Counoca'ion (as they do upon all the reſt of the Queens Sub- 
jects) ſufficient to controul them in all their Actions. If there- 
fore a Proteſt, that is plainly contrary to either of theſe Laws, 
ſhould be brought into any Houſe in the Queens Dominions, 1 
am of Opinion that it ought to be rejefted. But if the Proteſt 
in the Opinion of ſome of the Houſe, be both legal and neceſ- 
ſary, but at the ſame time, by others, is thought to be of 
doubtful, and therefore poſſibly of dangerous conſtruction ; 
Why ſuch a Proteſt as this (if inſiſted on in the manner that 
you did on yours) may not be admitted on their Journals, and 
at the ſame time, liberty given to every Member, who is ap- 
prehenſive of the conſequence, to give his ſenſe — the 
matter of it, I never yet heard a Reaſon ſo much as offered. 
If we had any Law, or Cuſtom in the Lower Houſe, touching 
theſe things, I think they ought to be ſubmitted to. But, ha- 
ving never heard either of theſe at all pretended; I had no 
other Rule to walk by, in this Tranſaction but that of my own 

impartial Reafon. | 13 00911, el 
But you Object (Pag. 103.) that ſuch Reaſons as I offered, 
1 admitted, would be a Proteſt againſt a Prot eſt: And at this 
Rate Men might go on Proteſting againſt one another for ever; 
And (as you expreſt your ſelf in the Houſe, and are fond of 
the ſame ſtrain of Rhetorick in your Book) there would be 4 
Proteſt againſt his Proteſt againſt their Prot eſt; And then he might 
enter another Proteſt; and ſo on in inſinitum. What wonderful 
Oratory is this from a Grave Divine Who can reſiſt the force 
of it? But, to return to plain and downright Reaſon, ſtript - 
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all Artifice and Ornament ; Do you think in your Conſcience, 
that there is no real difference between proteſting againſt a Pro- 
teſt, and diſapproving of the matter of it? And may I not judge 
that a Man may have à Right, if he inſiſts upon it, to enter a 
Proteſt, and conſequently admit him fo to do; and yet at the 
fame time well ſuppoſe that 1 have ſtill a Right alſo to enter 
my Reaſons (not againſt his Right of thus Proteſting, but) 
againſt the matter of the Proteſt, as containing ſomething, in 
my. apprehenſion, not to be approved of? But ſtill, in your 
Opinion, this will be an admitting of Reaſons againſt Reaſons ; 
And; taking it this way:it ſelf, will there not be a Progreſſus 
in infinitum? Not at alt, in my Judgment. In all Judicatories 
whatſoever, where reaſon and equity are the Rule (nor have 
we any other Rule, that I know of, about Proteftsin our Lowery 
Houſe) each contending Party is, and ought to be, allowed to 
allege, anſwer, reply, or rejoin, until ſuch time as the matter 
in Controverſy comes to be fet in its full and fair Ligtit : And, 
for ſo long ſure, Reaſons againſt Reaſons cannot, with 1 be 
Reject ed. But when this is once done, or the ſeveral Perſons 
concerned have had ſufficient time and liberty for the doing of 
it; If this will not ſatisfie them or either of them, but they 
ſtill go on unreaſonably to protract the Controverſy; then in- 
deed (But not till then) the judges muſt interpoſe their Au- 
thority, and put an end to thei: Pleadings. Now before your 
Prove was received by the Houſe, you would not ſo much as 
hearken to any Reaſon that ſhould. be offered againſt the mat- 
ter of it; But expreſly inſiſted to have it admitted without be- 
ing Hebated: And when I found that you Reſolved to do this at 
your en Peril; I yielded to it for the Reaſon, already given, 
and, then at leaſt, deſired, that mine and 7 1 
we di ed of the matter of it, mi e heard and recei- 
2 jp. fo we 8 and + rf the next Seſſion, 
in Writing; But could not obtain ſo much as a hearing: 
Why ſo ? Was it contrary to the received Cuſtoms of the _ | 
that our Reaſons: ſhould, at leaſt , be heard? That cannot 
aid: For we have no. Account of any Cuſtoms at all touching 
| Proteſts, but what have had their beginning in this very Conve- 
chien. Was there any manner of Law againſt it? That can- 
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not be pretended: For we have no Law at all, in theſe Affairs, 
but that of common Reaſon. Was there then any good Rea- 
fon offered againſt it ? Yes :- For the proper time of Debating it 
(ſay you, pag. 103.) and conſequently, of offering Reaſons a- 
alf. it, was when the Proteſt had been Read; That is to ſay, 
ore it was admitted by the Houſe. But at this time you 
would not hearken to any ſuch Reaſons at all; you declared 
you would not have it Debated at all; And if the Houſe would 
not receive it as it was, you knew what to do with it. Well 
then : To prevent our Diſpute , if poſſible, from going far- 
ther, put your _ upon the Journals; ſince you are ſo Re- 
folved: But what Hurt can it do for us alſo to-ſignifie that, 
tho? we yielded to that Demand which you ſo vigorouſly in- 
ſiſted on, yet we did not approve of the matter of your Proteſt ? 
O a great deal of Hurt: For this would be a Proteſt againſt his 
Proteſt againſt their Proteſt : And then he might enter another 
Proteſt, and ſo on in infinitum- Q. BE. A. 


I have now gone through all thoſe feveral parts and paſſages 


in your Book, and omitted none, wherein I find my ſelf particu- 
larly named or pointed at. As for your Controverſy, with the 
Author of the Letter; I have nothing to do with it; nor was 
Jever an Advocate for him, any farther than I ought to be for 


any Man; Namely to ſpeak my Thoughts, with honeſty and 


freedom, as far as my Station called upon me ſo to do. And, 
Laſtly, As to the two Papers wherein 1 am jointly concerned 
with others of my Brethren (Namely the Reaſons againſt your 
Proteſt ; and the other Proteſt , which was regular y brought 
into the Houſe, againſt your Meſſage, but you, having got a 
ee g . ſide, would not permit ſo much as to be 
Read) I need defire no more from any one that is impartial 
but fairly to compare thoſe Papers int ire, as they are Printed, 
with thoſe other Papers of yours to which they are oppoſed.; 
and then he will eaſily diſcover the Weakneſs of all that you 
have to fay againſt them. Bur becauſe the whole Merit of all 
that was donè about thoſe Papers chiefly turns upon this Point, 
Viz. Whether: Dr. Browne: did iu compliance with the Lord Arch- 
Biſbop of Dublin's Letter, give up the Reſolutions of a Commit -- 
tet to the Lord Lieutenant. I ſhall beg your Patience ar 
ad e. 
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© 
tie longer, while I fairly examine what you have advanced on 
this Su ject. | [3 { | / 
In the third Reaſon againſt your: Proteſt (Printed in the Vin- 
dicator*s Narrative) there are the following Words; Viz. «ln 
< his Grace the Lord Archbiſhop of Dublin's Letter-th Dr. 
Brome (which was openly. Read in the Houſe) there was 
not the ſeaſt Direſt ion or Suggeſtion given that he the ſaid Dr. 
Broms ſhould give up the Reſolutions of any Committee, to his 
** Excellency the Lord Lieutenant. And therefore for the Re- 
** verend Proteſtors to affirm, as they do in their third Rea- 
*© fon, that the ſaid Dr. Browne did give up ſuch Reſolutions, in 
or N with the ſaid Letter, we take to be a very unjuſt 
1 - ection upon the _ Lord Wan | £003 
In your Anſwer to this, Pag. 101. you porets, and in 
found Silence paſs over, 3 — whence the Gs 
1s drawn (viz. That no ſuch Direct jon or Suggeſtion was given 
in his Grace's Letter) And then you add; Did not his Grace's 
Letter direct him (i. e. the Doctor) to go to his Excellency, and 
to bring the Reſolutions with him ? Very well ! But is there not 
a great difference between going to hu Excellency; or bringing 
the Reſolutions with him, and giving them up? (As we ſhall ſee 
in And (ſay you farther) Did not the Doctor ſay that 
went accordingly, and left the Reſolutions with his Excellency ? 
But ſpeak plainly, Sir, and tell us; altho* it was according to 
his Grace's Letter that the Dr. ſhould go and carry the Reſolu- 
tions with him; yet did his Grace's Letter direct him to leave 
them with his Excellency ? If Dr. Browne had gone and ſhewn 
the Reſolutions. to his Excellency, and then immediately taken 
them back again, he had fully complied with his Grace's Letter: 
And if he did any more than the Lerter either directed or any 
way ſuggeſted, can you, with a good Conſcience, fay it was 
in compliance wit h his Grace s Lerterh 901 
But (ſay you) It is plain therefore, that the Doctor took his races 
Words to imply as much. Therefore! Wherefore ? For I can- 
not ſee, not have you told us, any thing the Doctor did; from 
whence we may Reafonably gather that he thus underſtood his 
Srace's Meaning. Or ſuppoſe he did: Vet if you would, ho- 
geſtiy and rat innaly, make good what, in, your Prateſt, — 
8 ve 


(31) 

have laid to his Grace's Charge; he ought to have done it, 
from the true and plain Import of the Letter it Self; and not 
from Dr. Browne's Apprehenſion or Interpretation of it. | 
And here give me leave, for a Moment, to Digreſs, and de- 

fire you a little to conſider how and after what Manner you 
have, in other Places, alſo of your Book, Treated a Prelate 
of my Lord Archbiſhop*s Character and Station in our Church. 


You Repreſent the Zerter-Writer as a Perſon Guilty of baſe and 


unworthy Practices, pag- 1 3. and his Letter as Treating the Whole 
Convocation with the utmoſt Indignity and Comtempt, pag. 4+ You 
Introduce his Grace asDeclaring that he had as bad an Opinion of the 
Letter as they (i. e. the Members of the Committee, not only had, 
but) could have, pag. 79. And you can't think ( you lay, pag. 
12. J. ult.) that any Eminent Perſon would Countenance ſuch an 
one, as you there ſet forth the Lerrer-Writer to be. And yet, 
in your Preface, pag · 2. You give the World to underſtand 
that the Lerter-Writer had been, in a very particular Manner, 
Patronized by his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, and Countenanced 
by his Grace the Archbiſhop of Dublin. But (I pray, Sir p is 
not the Lord Archbiſhop of Dublin (to ſay nothing of the 
Lord Lieutenant) by bis very Station an Eminent Perſon ? 
Or was he an Eminent Perſon at other Times, but not to 
when he Countenanced the Letter-Writer. Or ought you, by the 
Rules of Chriſtianity, or Common Decency, to fly that he 
Countenanced a Man of ſo ill a Character, as you Repreſent the 
Letter-Writer to be, and yet not offer ſo much as the ſha- 
dow of an Inſtance, wherein this fame Countenancing did Gonfiſt ? 
Or was it a Count enancing of the Letter-Writer to Declare (as 


you ſay, pag- 79. His Grace did) that he had as bad an Opini-- 


on of the Letter as they, (i. e. the Members of the Committee) 
could haue; but that the Cenſuring of it, ( viz. in Convocation ) 
at this juntt ure; was not Convenient ? Or to write a Letter to 
Doctor Browne (not to give up the Reſolutions of the Commit- 
tee, as you moſt unfairly Pretend, altho? you dare not ſay 


that any fuch thing is either ſaid, or i the leaſt Suggeſted in his 


Grace's Letter „) only to let him know that the Lord Lieute- 
nant deſired to ſee him, and that he would bring the Reſolutions 


of the Committee with him? Or that his Grace once made ute / 
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of his Excellexcy's Name, to prevail with Dr. Browne, for one 
ſingle Day, not to go to the Houſe ? (for ſuch Things as theſe 
only do I any where, find, in all your Book, to be ſo much as 
Suggeſted- againſt my Lord Archbiſhop. ) Reconcile theſe 
Things a litt tter to Reaſon, and good Manners ; and even 
to themſelves. For (believe it Sir,) if you hold on at this 
rate of ſpeaking things, at Random, wh. upon Examina- 
tion, do appear nqͥt to be True, nor even conſiſtent with them- 
{elves ; you will ſoſe your Credit with all ſober. Men, even of 
your own Party, and neither my Lord Archbiſhop, nor the 
Letter-Writer, nor I my Self; no, nor yet a meaner Perſon, 
will ſuffer in the leaſt, in our Reputation by any Thing, which 
you, upon your own bare Word, ſhall advance againſt us. 

But let me tell you (Sir) that nothing can be more plain, to 


. Men not blinded by Paſſion or Prejudice, than that in this whole 


Affair, his Grace of Dublin, Acted as became a Wile and 
Tender Father of our Church. Almoſt all Records of Con- 
vocations in Jreland were loſt : So that poſſibly there might 
be ſome Difficulty in fixing our Rights and Privileges (or ſome 
of them at leaſt ) upon a ſure Foundation of Law or Cuſtom: ; 
in Caſe that any of them ſhould, by our Enemies, be called in 
Queſtion. Now an Anonymous Letter is Printed, endeavouring 
(as it is alledged, to.undermine theſe our Rights and Privileges : 
To this ſame Letter you had publiſhed an Anſwer, and that 
( as you ys pag. 83. even in my Opinion) a full and ſolid one, 
under the Title of Remarks : And, not content with your ſup- 
poſed Victory, except you might have a Triumph alſo ; you en- 
deavour all you can to engage the whole Body of the Convo- 
cation in the Quarrel ; and to prevail with them to paſs a judi- 
dicial Cenſure, not only. upon the miſtakes of the Letter, (which 
had been enough, if you had had no other Deſign, beſides the 
clearing up of Truth, and the Vindication of our Rights ) but 
alſo on the very Intention of the Writer, under the . of 
diſingenuous, unfair; ftriking at the very being of the Convocation ; 
with more, to the like purpole, that appears in the Reſolutions 
of the Committee upon that Letter. His Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant, hearing of theſe Proceedings, lets my Lord Arch- 
biſhop know, that he was not pleaſed with them, and, N 
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other Reaſons, gives him this for one, That he was apprehen- 
five that the Conſequence of them would be, the farther en- 
flaming that unhappy Difference, which was between the two 
Houſes of Convocation in England, which. every good Man 
ſhould rather endeavour to compole : And therefore deſired his 


Grace to do what in him lay, to put a ſtop to them. Hereupon | 


his Grace expoſtulates this Matter with ſeveral Members of the 
Lower-Houſe : Puts them in mind that they fully and quietly 
enjoyed all their Rights and Privileges, wich the leaſt oppo- 
ſition from any one, who could pretend to call them in Queſti- 
on ; that, as long as they did fo, it was the beſt way to be as 
_ as they could, As for the Letter; it was abundantly 
ufficient to confute it in Print; which every Man that pleaſed 

was at Liberty to do: But the fewer diſputes about Rights and 
Privileges were brought into the Convocation, the better ir 
would be ; except we were in ſome Danger of loſing them, 
which, at preſent, was none of our Caſe : Nor could it be for 
our Advantage to have the World think that our Rights and 
Privileges could be ſhaken, or in the leaſt endangered, by an 
Anonymous Pamphlet. And all ſuch Rights aud Privileges, as 
are founded upon Cuſtom, grow ſtronger by a quiet Enjoy- 
ment; for which Reaſon we ſhould (as long as we ſo enjoyed 
them ) as much as was poſſible, avoid all Diſputes (within our 
Houſe at leaſt) about them. This (Sir) or to this very purpole, is 
all that my Lord Archbiſhop appears to have ſaid or done in 
this Aﬀair, (except his Letter to Dr. Browne, which I have 
already Vindicated from your falſe Suggeſtions ) now what ſort 
of Cenſure does his Grace deſerve for all this? Why (tay you) 
he Countenanced the Letter-Writer, ( Pref. pag. 2.) a Perſon 
Guilty of baſe and unworthy Practices, (pag. 13.) one who, in 
his Letter, Treats the whole Convocation with the utmoſt Indignity 
aud Contempt, (pag. 4.) and one whom you can't think that 
any Eminent Perſon would Countenance, ( pag- 12.) But (to leave 
the Letter-W riter to juſtify himſelf, ) how does this appear 
againſt my Lord Archbiſhop ? Have you proved it ? No : Nor 
lo much as offered any Proof for it: How then do you expect 
to be Believed ? Eſpecially when it is to the prejudice, ( if not 
$ E 0 


PR — —__— AT 
—_— wa 


(34 ) 


of an Eminent Perſon ; for that you will not allow, yet, at leaſt) 
of one in a very Eminent Station in our Church? 

But, to return from this Digreſſion; 

In the next Paragraph of the third Reaſon againſt your Pro- 
teſt, there are theſe Words “ Neither does it any way appear 
ce to be true in Fact, That the ſaid Dr. Browne did fo give up 
c the Reſolutions of a Committee; but altogether the contra- 
« ry. The Houle being actually in the Poſſeſſion of the ſaid 
« Reſolutions, and having received the ſame, in due Form, 
4 from the ſaid Dr. Browne as Chairman, of the ſaid Commit- 
cc tee, before the time of making or entring this Proteſt. 

Now here is a plain Fact alleged; viz. That the Houſe had, 
in due Form, received the Reſolutions from Dr. Browne, as Chair- 
man, and was in the actual Poſſeſſion of them, before ever you 
made your Proteſt. And from this Fact it is concluded, that 
therefore he did not give up the Reſolutions to. the Lord Lieu- 
renant ; as in your Proteſt you charge him. Do you then (In 
your Anſwer to this) deny the Fact that is ſo alleged? No: 
That is too notorious to be gainſaid. Or do you deny the con- 
cluſion to be ſufficiently drawn from the Fatt | Not that nei- 
ther: For it would be ridiculous, to the laſt degree, to ſay 
that thoſe Reſolutions which the Houſe had in due Form recei- 
ved, and was in the actual Poſſeſſion of; were given up to any 
one, beſides the Houſe it ſelf. What can you do then in this 
Caſe ? Why (like one who is not over ſcrupulous in, ſerving 
his Cauſe or his hee and is well aſſured that many will be- 
lieve him, and trouble themſelves no farther) you wholly ſup- 
preſs the matter of Fact, as if no ſuch thing had been; and 
yet pretend that the concluſion, drawn from thence, # very ſur- 
prizing, Pag. 101. But if the concluſion, of not giving up the 
Reſolutions, be rightly drawn from the Fact of their being (ſo 
as is faid) in the actual poſſeſſion of the Houſe; Why ſhould it 
ſurprize you? And if not; Why do you not return ſome fort 
of Anſwer to this Allegation : g 

But (ſay you) That he gave them up, he told us in the Houſe, 
4s plainly as words could expreſs it. Did he ſo? Then why do 
not you ſet down the very Words he ſpoke, that the Reader 
might judge of the plainneſs of them? Or did he Uſe thoſe very 
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Words, viz. That he gave the Reſolutions UP? If he did; 
ou ſhould have roundly faid ſo: If not; Then, at leaſt, you 


ould have mentioned ſome other expreſſion of his, that was 


as full to the ſame purpole. 

If this will not do: You will Appeal to the Vindicator him- 
ſelf ;, who acknowledges, in his Narrative, that the Report being, 
at that time, out of his (i. e. Dr. Browne's) Hands, and out of 
his Power, it was impoſſible for him to make it. And what then? 
Becauſe it is ſuggeſted that a thing is, ar this time, out of my 
Hands, and, thereby, for the preſent, out of my Power; Does 
it follow therefore that it is given wp, and that by me? If you 
had but ventured to give a definition of this Phrate [_ g:vins 
up | and told us diſtinctly what you mean by it; the Sophiſtry 
both of your Proteſt, and your Reaſoning, in Defence of ir, 
would immediately have appeared to the World. 

Dr. South (Serm. Vol. 2. pag. 398) Obſerves that the gene- 
rality of Mankind is wholly and abſolutely Governed by Words and 
Names : Without > Nay, for the moſt part, even againſt the 
knowledge Men have of things As for the meaning of the 
Word it ſelf, that may ſhift for it ſelf : And, as for the Neft and 
reaſon of it, that has little or nothing to do here : Only let it 
ſound full and round, and Chime right to the Humour, which is at 
preſent a Gog; and no doubt, with this powerful ſenſeleſs Engine, 
the Rabble-driver ſhall be able to carry all before him, or to draw 
all after him, as he pleaſes. For a plauſible Inſignificant Word, 
in the Mouth of an expert Demagogue is a Dangerous and a dread- 
ful Weapon. God forbid, Sir, that I ſhould think of applying 
this Paſſage, in its full Force to you; I aſſure you, Jam very 
far from it. But theſe Remarkable Words of fo Learned a Man 
(with whom, if he be ſtill Living , you have the Honour of 
being acquainted) and more, to the ſame purpoſe, in that ex- 
cellent Diſcourſe (which 1 cannot doubt but you have Read) 
beſides the very Reaſon of the thing, ſhould have reſtrained 
you, methinks, from making uſe of ſuch an expreſſion as [ 7;- 
ving up the Reſolutions of a Committee, &c. ] in order to black- 
en an Archbiſhop ; and one who was then Provoſt of our Col- 
lege, and before the Publication of your Book, was advanced 
tothe Station of a Biſhop; "mw_ you had fixed the „ -o 
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thoſe terms in it, which were purpoſely deſigned to derive an 


Odium upon them. That part of your Proteſt ſounds, indeed, 
very full and round, and Chimes right to the Humour, which 
ſeems to prevail in ſome Men ; But, As for the meaning of the 
Words | giving up] (in which alone the whole malignity is 
couched). you have plainly left that ro ſhift for it ſelf Not ha- 
ving, either in your Proteſt or your Book, ſo much as ſuggeſt- 
ed any manner of Definition or Explication of it; Nor told 
us how it was poſſible that ſuch Reſolutions ſhould, at the very 
ſame time, be in the Poſſeſſion of the Houſe, and received from 
the Chairman in due Form; and yer alſo given UP, and that 
by him, ro the Lord Lieutenant. 

Bur you have one Argument lefc, ſtill, pag. 101. vize That 
the Reſolutions were never ſo much as returned to him again : 
But he made his Report from another Copy that had been taken by a 
Member of the Committee, which Copy he (i. e. Dr. Browne ) 
procured five or ſix Days after he had parted with the Original. 
Parted with the Original! Sure, Sir, the Original of ſuch Re- 
ſolut ions is that rough Draught which the Chairman makes in 


the Preſence of the committee it ſelf : Nor can any Tranſcript 


thereof be called an Original; atleaſt, until it be Reported and 
given in to the Houſe ; and fo becomes of equal Authority with 
the firſt Draught. You do not then ſpeak fairly, in ſaying that 
Dr. Browne Parted with the Original : Nor can the Paper, he 
gave into the Lord Lieutenant's Hand, be, with any proprie- 
ty of Speech, called any more than a Copy. Now ſuppoſe that 
Dr. Browne, not getting back his Copy again from his Excellen- 
cy, had immediately gone or ſent to any Member of the Com- 
mittee, and from him procured another fair Copy, agreeing with 
the Original, and made his Report to the Houſe on June 23. 
When (as you fay, Pag. 79.) he was called upon td do it; 
Would you or any Man have ſaid that he had given up the Ke- 
ſolutions to the Lord Lieutenant ? Well then : This very ſame 
thing he did (as you cannot deny, pag. 81.) on Monday, June 
27. (Nor do you mention but one Seſſion of the Houſe between 
thoſe two Days) Tell us then, I pray,. How it comes to paſs 
that Dr. Bromne's Omitting or Refuſing on June 23. and again, 
on June 25. to make his Report; and afterwards making it 4 
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and that in due Form, and having it received by the Houſe on 
Fune 27. (which was the very next Seſſion) can involve him in 
the Guilt of no leſs than giving up the Reſolutions ? But the 
Phraſe Chimes right to the Humour of ſome Men: And as for 
y meaning, that may ſhift for it ſelf ? HY, 

But, it may be, you will ask, why did not Dr. Browne draw 
out a new Copy of the Original rough Draught, when he made 
his Report to the Houſe ? Indeed I at that very time asked him 
the ſame Queſtion, and do very well remember that his An- 
{wer was to this Effect, that the rough Draught was not only 
in divers places blotted and interlined, by Reaſon of the many 
Amendments that had been made in it; but alſo written on 
ſeveral Papers (of which perhaps the Reaſon might be, becauſe 
ſeveral of the Reſolutions were brought to the Committee , 
ready written by divers of the Members) And therefore know- 
ing where there was a true Copy of that very Tranſcript , 
which he had delivered to the Lord Lieutenant ; he choſe ra- 
ther to procure that, which would give him no more trouble 
than to get it Tranſcribed.by another Hand. 

And ſince you have Wiſely forborn to give any manner of 
explication of that expreſſion of your Proteſt ; Viz. [ Giving 
up the Reſolutions of a Committee] The faireſt way to judge of 
the Aſperſion you caſt upon Dr. Browne , will be, in full and 
plain Words, to ſet forth what he did; and then, joining to 
it the Cenſure which you paſs upon him, to fee how well the 
whole will conſiſt together. 

Thus then ſtands the Fact. My Lord Archbiſhop of Dub- 
lin, in a Letter to Dr. Browne ; Chairman of à Committee of 
the Lower Houſe of Convocation, lets him know that it was his 
Excellency the Lord Lieutenant*s Pleaſure, that he (i. e. the Do- 
ctor) ſhould attend him with the Reſolutions of that Committee: 
The Dr. conſults with ſuch of the Members, as, upon the 
ſhort warning he had, he could meet with; And they, who 
were moſt Zealous for carrying on the — — 
tee, were, yet of Opinion that he ought not to refuſe going, 
as his Excellency Required. Accordingly the Dr. goes, and 
carries with him the Copy of the Reſolutions; which he had 
fairly Writ in order to the making of his Report. His Pe” 
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lency deſires to ſee the Paper: The Dr. gives it into his Hand- 
His Excellency then tells him that, at preſent, he had not 
time to read and conſider it; and therefore deſires that he would 
leave it with him for a while. The next Seſſion of the Houſe 
(which, I think, was either the ſame or the next Day) the Dr. 
came not to the Houle. The following Seſſion (viz. June 23) 
The Dr. came; and being called on to make his Report, he 
ſtarts a difficulty about his being Chairman (of which anon) 
and makes ſome other excuſes for his not making the Report. 
After ſome time ſpent in theſe Debates, the Dr. deſired time 
till the next Seſſion, and aſſured the Houſe that he would either 
then make the Report, or elſe give a Reaſon, which, he ſup- 
poſed, ought to ſatisfie them, why he ſhould not make it. 
The Houſe accordingly Grants him time till next Seſſion, viz. 
June 25. The Dr. Appears, and, having Received no manner 
of Anſwer from the Lord Lieutenant, he acquaints the Houſe, 
how far the Lord Archbiſhop and Lord Lieutenant had inter- 
ſed in the matter; and gives this as his Reaſon for not ma- 
Lie his Report. At this the Houſe is offended, and comes to 
a Reſolution that the Doctor's Behaviour, in the two laſt Seſ- 
ſions, ſhould be laid before the Upper Houſe the next Syno- 

dical Day. Which falling out to be June 27. the Dr. A 
PL pears ; and, having brought with him a new Copy of the Re- 
ſolutions (W hich he had procured from another Member, and 
therefore needed not to draw it out anew himſelf) he acquaints 
the Houſe that he was ready to make his Report. The Houſe 
Votes the Report to be Received ; And, ( the Dr. having, in 
| due Form, made it) immediately enter upon the conſideration 
of it. And thus on Monday the 27th Day of June the Houſe became, 
Regularly, and in due Form, Poſſe zd of thoſe Reſolutions of the 
Committee, which had been called for upon the 23d and 25th 
Days. Now after all this was over ; And the Houſe had Vo- 
ted (June 28) that the Meſſage concerning Dr. Browne*s Beha- 
viour ſhould drop ; you bring in your Proves in which you, 
firſt, miſrepreſent matter of Fact; and call that a Giving up the 
Reſolutions, Which was plainly no ſuch thing (Or if it were, 
it was not done, as you there ſet forth, in Compliance with the 
Lord Archbiſhop of Dublin's Letter, which you Dare not. fay 
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ſuggeſted any ſuch matter) and, under this Miſrepreſentation, 
in a moſt pompous manner, you Cenſure it, as the higheſt Con- 
tempt and Diſobedience to the Houſe, and a betraying and, as 
much as in him lay, a giving up the Rights and Privileges of it: 
And the not proceeding to lay the ſaid Behaviour, ( viz. of Dr. 
Browne) before their Lordſhips, in order to have the ſame Cenſured, 
15; as you humbly Conceive, a tacit approbation of the ſaid Dr. 
Browne's Behaviour, and Conſequently a giving up the Rights and 
Privileges of the Houſe : Which you apprehend to be a betraying 
the Truſt repoſed in Us, as Members of the Convocation, and will 
highly endanger the Safety and Conſtitution of the Church of Ire- 
land. Riſum teneatis amici? Quid dignum tanto 
Pardon theſe two innocent Scraps of Horace. There is neither 
Sceleratus nor Proteus in either of them ; nor will I rob your 
Title Pages of thoſe Embelliſhments. But, if you write any 
more on this Subject, let me entreat you, firſt, clearly to ſtate 
the Notion of what you aſſert, before you offer your Reaſons 
for the proof of it: For I afſure you (Sir) there are many 
in the World, who will not be impoſed on by the Sound or 
Chime of Words ; neither will they look on that as a giving up 
the Reſolutions, which, upon a true ſtate of the Fact, appears 
to have been no more, but only the /aying them ( or rather a 
Copy of them ) before his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant. 

But you tell us, ( pag- 102.) that even this it ſelf he had no 


Authority to do without leave, being, at that time a Servant of 
the Houſe. Excellent Doctrine! and wonderfully well proved! 


But was he not alſo at the fame time a Servant to the 5 ? 
And has not her Majeſty a Command over him, and the Houſe 
roo ? If then he, who, in the higheſt Station in this Kingdom, 
repreſents her Majeſty's Perſon, and alſo bears Her Authority, 
ſhall, at any time, ſend for a Chairman of a Committee of the 
Lower-Houſe of Convocation, ( the Houſe then not fitting ) 
and require to know what Reſolutions the Committee have come 
to; and demand a Copy of ſuch Reſolutions ; ſpeak plainly 
and tell ; may not this Chairman give Obedience to ſuch a Com- 
mand until he has obtained the leave of the Houſe ? Or has 
the Houſe a power, in ſuch a Caſe, to refuſe him their leave ? 


Mr. Percivale and Mr. Higgins, without any leave from our 
Lower 


hiatu? 
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Lower-Houſe, (of which they were both Members) appear in 
the Lower-Houſe of Convocation in England; and take upon 
them to give, in Writing, an Account of ſome of the Tranſacti- 
ons of their own Houſe , for which, you think, they are at 
leaſt, not to be blamed. And Dr. Browne, Chairman ofa Com- 
mittee of the ſame Houſe ; for going to the Lord Lieutenant, 
when he was ſent for, and 1 with him a Copy of the Reſo- 
Iut ions of that Committee, when his Excellency required it, ( for 
more than this cannot juſtly be laid to the Doctor's charge) is 
Cenſured as a giver up and a betrayer, &c. It is not therefore, 
I think, without very good cauſe that this Notion, which you 
thus would advance, is, in the Reaſons againſt your Proteſt, taxed 
as 4 dangerous Encroachment upon her Majeſtys Supremacy in cauſes 
Eccleſiaſtical. For if the Queen ( or Her Lord Lieutenant who 
bears and exerciſes Her Authority) cannot require ſo much of 
a Chairman of a Committee of the Lower-Houſe of Convocation , 
as was done by Dr. Browne, until the Houſe firſt fits and gives 
leave : The title of Supreme Head of the whole Church of Ireland, 
together with all Honours, Dignities, Preheminencies, Jurisdi- 
ctions, Privileges, Authorities, Immunities, Profits, and Commo- 
dities hereunto belonging; which our Statute Laws do expreſly 
Veſt in the Crown; will appear to carry more Pomp than 
Reality in it. . | 
But ſuppoſe this to be ſo ; and that the Proteſters had inad- 
vertently expreſſed themſelves, yet ( lay you) they litle thought 
that Clergymen would have laboured to render their Brethren Ob- 
noxious to the Government. pag. 90. However it is 4 ood na- 
tured Charge upon their Brethren, and worthy of the Perſons that 
make it. pag. 102. Laboured to render their Brethren Obnoxions 
to the Government ! What do you mean? (Sir) or have you 
no Candour left? Did I not labour all I could to get your Pro- 
teſt debated, before it was Received? And when you goſitive- 
ly refuſed this, (as I have already faid ) did I not /abour, (and 
that in vain) to get you but to hearken to the Reaſons that 1 
had to offer againſt the Matter of it? And did not others do 
the ſame as well as 1? Or was any thing wanting on our part 
(If you would but have given the leaſt Ear to it) to diſſwade 
you from inſerting ſo extravagant à Thing in your Proteſt, mn 
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which, we thought, no Government could be very well pleafed? 
And when you turned the deaf Ear to all we could offer ; If 
you had but allowed us, for our own ſafety, to lodge our Sen- 
timents touching the Matter of your Proteſt upon the Journals; 
there they might forever have remained, in Silence, for me. 
But when you had gotten ſuch a Majority, as to hinder us from 
every one of theſe ſo reaſonable Propoſals: Do you Tax us 
with Nature for conſulting our own Safety, in laying our 
Sentiments touching theſe Things before the Upper-Houſe, you 
and your Friends having ſtopt our way, ſo as that we could 
not bring them before you, into the Lower ? Think again, I 
beſeech you, and then ſure you will not fo uncharitably Cenſure 
our Brethren, for what you your ſelves in a manner compel- 
ed them to do. = 
All the reſt of your Suggeſtions, againſt Dr. Browne, appear 
to me to be no better than Trifles, except this one, ( which is 
evidently ſomething worſe than a miſtake ) viz. that he ron 
himſelf to be Chairman of the Committee; as you, in thoſe very 
Words, lay it to his charge, pag. 79. | 
This ſame thing had been alle ed againſt him, in your 
Meſſage to the Upper-Houſe, and fully confuted in the Proteſt 
againſt that Meſſage ; wherein you were told that Doctor 
Browne did never diſown that . he had been Chairman of the ſaid 
Committee; but the Committee not having Met, purſuant to their 
laſt Adjournment, he apprehended the ſaid Committee to be Diſ- 
ſolved, and Conſequently that he had no power, as Chairman, then 
to make any Report; and moved for the ſenſe of the Houſe in 
that Matter, which the Houſe refuſed io give: &c. And (beſides 
this) do you not Remember that, when this very Clauſe of 
your Meſſage was under Debate, I put you in mind of the 
Doctor's very Words, which not one of you could deny that 
he had ſeveral times ſpoken, and always expreſſed his meaning 
on thisaccaſion molt plainly to the very ſame Purpoſe, viz. I 
own ( ſaid he) that I was Chairman of this Committee, and that, 
as ſuch, I atted : But the Committee not meeting purſuant to their 
laſt Adjournment, I do apprehend that the ſame is Diſſolved, and 
fo-ſtands, until it be Revived by the Houſe ;, and if the Committee 
be Diſſolved, it ſeems, to me, 1 my power of acting, as Chair- 
| ; a man,. 


| & = 
man, is Determined with it: Of all which I deſire the ſenſe of the 
Houſe ? | Appeal to your ſelf, Sir, were not theſe the Doctor's 
Words? Or, at leaſt, do they not moſt exactly expreſs the 
ſenſe of what he always, on this occaſion, offered in the Houſe ? 
And was not this one great cauſe of the times being ſo protract- 
ed, as it was; that the Houſe, tho' often preſſed by him and 
me, would not give their ſenſe of this Matter, nor put any 
Queſtion upon it ? = 
And now, after all this, have you the Conſcience again in 

our Book to repreſent the Doctor, as if he had told a barefaced 
. in the Houſe ? Your Words are theſe, pag. 79. To the 
great Surprize of all, he diſowned himfelf to be Chairman of the 
Committee ,, tho a few Weeks before, ( viz. June 3.) he had 
made a Report of their 'Reſolutions, as far as the Committee had 
then Praceeded. Now would not any one, who Reads no more 
of this Affair, than what is contained in your Book, and gives 
Credit to what you ſay ; believe that the Dr. had openly deni- 
ed that ever he was Chairman? For otherwiſe what ground 
could there be for ſuch a Surprixe as you pretend there was? 
Or where is the inconfiltency that he ſhould, on June 3, be 
Chairman, and act as ſuch; and yet, by the Diſſolution of the 
Committee ( if really it ſtood Diffolved, as he apprehended ) 
ceaſe to be ſo, on the 23d Day of the fame Month? Is this a 
failure of 7 Memory? Or what elſe ſhall I call it? 

You will ſay perhaps that Dr. Browne was out in his Reaſon- 
ing; that the Committee's not Meeting purſuant to their Ad- 
journmeut was no Diſſolution of it, and that therefore the Dr. 
fill continued to be Chairman; and, as ſuch, ought to have 
made his Report, when he was called upon, by the Houſe, for 
it. But the Queſtion, at prefent, is not whether the Dr. Rea- 
toned well: (and yet you and your Friends would never con- 
tent that che Queſtion ſhould be put upon his Alot ion, that fo 
the ſenſe of the Zouſe might regularly be given upon the Point) 
But whether it be juſt _ fair in you, fo to repreſent the Mat- 
ter, as if he had denied that ever he had been Chairman; 
which is what any Reader, who is a ftranger to the Tranf- 
action, would plainly take to be the meaning of your Words; 
as | have already ſhewn. TEA | 


By 
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By this time I cannot. but think, that you are ſenſible you 
have done very great Wrong to my Lord Arc hbiſbop of 
Dublin, to Dr. Browne , who, you know, is now Lord 
Biſbop of Cork and Roſs, and to me : All which, by the Publi- 
cation of this Letter, I freely ſubmit to the Judgment of every 
Man, that is Sober and Impartial. But, before I take my leave; 
Permit me in a word or two to expoſtulate this Matter a little 
farther with you. 

Since the Prorogation of the Convocat ion, you and I have 
accidentally met at ſeveral times. The firſt time, as I Re- 
member was at Mr. Juſtice Coote*'s Houſe ; where ſure you can- 
not forget how you were beforehand with me, in a kind and 
friendly Salute ; nor have you failed ro repeat the like, as of- 
ten as you have ſeen me ſince,ywhich was, at leaſt, four, if not 
five times. Particularly, a little before the Publication of your 
Book, at the Lady Ardelaſs's Funeral; you happened to ſee 
me before I did you, and immediately ſpoke to me with the. 
fame Air and Expreſſion that one good Friend does to another. 
And could you all this while behave your ſelf to me with ſuch 
an outward appearance of good will, and yet, at the very lame 
time, be forming a deſign to ruin my Reputation? And that 
by ſuch ſuggeſtions, as plainly appear not to be true even in 
Fact? Did you never, upon any of theſe occaſions, think of 
hem behaviour to Amaſa ? And what great difference is there 

tween his raking the other by the Plard, as it were to kiſs 
him, and Saluting him with Art thou in health my Brother, when 

he was ow to Smite him under the fifth Rib, (2 Sam. xx, 9.) 
and your ſhaking me by the Hand, with do you, Dottor 
Synge ? I am very glad to ſee you, when, at the ſame time, you 
were preparing or Publiſhing a Book, unjuſtly to take that 
from me, without which, Life is but of very little value ? 
Your Book all but the Preface) was, for ſeveral Months, 
Printed, and divers Copies of it handed about, but ſtill under 
an Obligation of the greateſt Secrecy ; before the Publication of 
it: Infomuch that, tho' I was informed by ſeveral that I was 
very ill treated in it, yet I could not in all that time, any way, 
either procure one of the Copies, or learn what were the things, 
or any of them, which; in it, were objected ro me. Now I 
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pray, Sir, Is this an honeſt and Chriſtian Practice, after ſuch 
a manner to prepoſſeſs the World with an odious Opinion of 
2 Neighbour, and yet, in the mean time, preclude him 

rom all ways, either of owning his Faults, and making amends 
for them, in caſe he were Guilty; Or Vindicating his Good 
Name and Reputation, if he were Innocent? Curſed is he that 
Smiteth his Neighbour ſecretly, ſays the Law of God, Deut. 27. 
24. There is a Smit ing with the Tongue, Jer. 18. 18. (And,; 
worle than that, with the Pen) as well as with the Fit, or a 
Weapon; Nor will you (I believe) deny, that the one, as well 
as the other, is included in the San#ion. If you do not then 
truly and ſincerely Repent of the Wrong you have thus done 
me; Will not your Conſcience fly in yonr Face, the next time 
that you Read, or ſay Amen to, that part of our Publick Of- 
fice of Cmminat ion? , 

In your Preface (which was Printed long after you had .time 
enough to review your Book) you ſay, It is not your deſign to 
Joey the Failings of any Perſon : But Truth is a rigid inflexible 

no regard to Character or Station, Pag. ii. 


| 54 „an 
Did not your Conſcience give your Hand a Check, when you 


Were writing theſe Words? Not your Deſign to expoſe the Fail- 
ings of any Perſon ! Why then do you object ſuch great Heat 
and Paſſion to me, pag. 83, without giving an inſtance of any 
one indecent Word that I ſpoke, whereby to make good yous 
Charge? Or becauſe a Man ſpeaks, that Truth, with a loud 
Voice, which you have no mind ſhould be heard; Is this an 
Argument of Heat and Paſſion? And why do you, in ſeveral 
Places of your Book, mangle what I ſaid, and turn it into 
Banter (as I have | ſhewn you do) only to make me ap- 

ar ridiculous to the World? You do not indeed by this 
expoſe my Failings; But you lay Ta. to my Charge, of 
which I was not Guilty: Which, I think, is ſomething worſe. 

But do you really believe Truth to be ſuch a rigid au inflexi- 
ble thing? Why then do you uſe ſo much Art and Pains, ta 


Strain, Bend, or. Alter it, as may ſerve your purpoſe ? Of 
0 


which almoſt every part of your Book that I Have taken under 
conſideration, is a moſt plain and palpable ioſtance. Why da 
you-rdndly lay that to my Charge which I neither faid 47 
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did ? Why do you omit things that 'are very material, when 
| you pretend to /ay open a falſe or imperfect Narrative, and to 
give atrue'and impartial Account of the ſame Affair? And, Laſtly, 
Why do you call things, in themſelves innocent, by odious 
Names? And, in order thereunto, ſet them in a falſe Light, 
and give them ſuch Colours as do not at all belong to them? 
Do but Read and weigh impartially what I have here Written; 
and you will clearly ſee that it is riot without very good ground 
that I ask theſe Queſtions. | TE 
If I ſhould take all the occafions, your Book gives me, for 
theſe fort of Expoſtulations, I ſhould be endleſs. And therefore 
I ſhall mention hut one paſſage more of it. It is,pag. 76. Where 
you ſay, Some People know more of their Duty, than they think 
fit to put in Practice. How could you Write theſe Words, 
without making the Application to your ſelf? For (to omit 
other things) if you know it to be your Duty always to ſpeak 
Truth impartially (I mean without adding or diminiſhing any 
thing material) when your Neighbours Reputation lyes at ſtake 
(As there can be no doubt but you do) then you are one of 
theſe Lſome People] whom you point at. For you have aſſert- 
ed ſeveral things, in your Book, which you could not know 
to be True, or pretend to remember; becauſe they never 
were; and you have omitted others that made againſt you, 
altho' the Vindicator, in his Narrative, had put you in mind of 
them: Of both which I have given you ſeveral inſtances. 
Conſider (I pray you) What a dreadful wo our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour has pronounced againſt that Man by whom the Offence com- 
eth, Mat. 18. 7. If I really have acted that part (or any one 
Scene of it) that you, with all imaginable aſſurance, lay to my 
Charge: If I were the Man who drew up, and took on me to 
prove the Truth of every thing cant ained and aſſerted, not only 
in the three firſt of the Five Reſolut ions concerning the Execu- 
tion of the Provincial Writs (which 1 writ at the Table, and 
contain only matter of Law) but alſo in the two laſt (which 
were propoſed by others, and ſeem altogether deſigned to 


render the Perſon of the Lerter-Writer Odiow) If I im- Pag. 23. 


poſed upon the Houſe, with ſuch a weak Diſcourſe. concerning 
Pamphlets, or Books, which Dr. Neal and I uſed to lend one ano- 


ther 
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ther; as you (to the beſt of your own and others Remembrance) 
pretend (Pag. 83) 1 did: Altho' when I ſpoke, neither you nor 
any of 1 Friends could anfwer my L J but altoge- 
ther declined that part of the Diſpute. If I expreſſed L ibid. 

my ſelf with that great and ſurprizing Heat and Paſſion, where- 
with you Charge me (without Naming ſo much as one un- 
ſeemly Word by me ſpoken ) If I Declared your Remarks 
(which to this Day I have not Read) to be, in my Opinion, [ibid. 
4 full and ſolid Confutanion of the Letter (Of the Contents of 
which alſo, I at that time, often, and publickly, Profeſſed, I 
knew 8 but by hearſay) if I (pag. 100) Changed my O- 
pinion with the Wind, and my Reſolution with the Tide; and De- 
reſted a Letter one Day (Altho' I owned I had not read it) and 
pleaded its Cauſe another (And yet if the Caſe had been thus; 
there might poſſibly have been good Reaſons why I Changed 
my Opinion) if ever I ſaid, or ſuggeſted that rhe Lower Clergy 
of England Aﬀed under a pretence of Zeal ONLY ; (pag. 84) 
or that not only many, but that the Lower Clergy of Ireland 
were guilty of any ill Practices whatſoever ; and more eſpecially, 
| (pat: 98) with the aggravating Ciremuſtance of having done all un- 
er an Hypocritical pretence of Zeal for the Chunch. If ever 1 
denied, and that roundly, that the Houſe, (pag. 96, had Power 
to Cenſure any thing in Print; or did more, on that Occaſion , 
than only to defire that Councel ſhould be Adviſed with upon 
the Point. If 1 knew or ſuſpected that (pag. 97) a Prorog a- 
tion of the Convocation was that Day (viz. Aug. F.) te take 
place; And therefore did what I could to Jpin out the time with 
long Speeches, withour much Regarding wheeher they were to the 
1 % or not; Or brought Pamphlets, (Ibid.) relating to what had 
1 in England, for any other Reaſon, but becauſe from the 
fpreading of fuch Pamphlets, and the Notions of them, here 
in Jreland, I thought it evidently appeared, that Art and Pains 
had, in this Kingdom alſo, been uſed, to heget in us an ill O- 
inion of many of the Engliſh Biſhops (which moſt notorious 
ruth you and ſome others were pleafed to deny) If ever 1 
AQted ſo ridicufouſly, as to offer it as an Objettion againſt 
the Word CUnpartiament ary] that it was a long Word, ( pag. 100, 
101 ) or declined any Rule or Form of the Parliamentary ”. 
8 t 
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thod of Proceeding, for any other Reaſon than what I openly 
gave in the Houſe, and have again repeated in this Letter. 
And (not to inſiſt on every minute particular) If ever I became 
a ſtrenuous Advocate for the Letter-Writer, (pas. 96) or for Dr. 
Browne, or even for my Lord Archbiſhop of Dublin, any far- 
ther than, as a Member of Convocation,” I was obliged, with 
honeſty and freedom, to fpeak my mind, and always gavemy 
Reaſons for what 1 ſaid; but to this day have never 
received a ſatisfactory Anſwer to one of them. If (I fay) there 
were but any one Article of all your Charge made * 


my Fault, as ſoon as I ſhould be convinced of it. But if all or 
any confiderable part of what you have Publiſhed againſt me 
(And that with an Air of the gteateſt Veracity) were really 
True, or any thing like what you have repreſented : If I did 
not immediately do all that in me lay to repair the Scandal , 
which thereby I muſt have given; - Je were better for me 
(As our Bleſſed Saviour ſpeaks, v. 6.) That a Milſtone were 
hanged about my Neck, and I were Drowned in the depth of the 
Sea, than that I ſhould thus Offend any of my Brethren. Bur 
then (on the contrary ) If not fo much as one thing, of all 
that you have ſaid againſt me, be true, in the manner that 
you have advanced it: If you have ſaid ſome things of me 


which not only are not True, but which you, having been 
preſent at the Tranſaction, could not well but know to be 


Falſe : If, in other things, either by adding or omitting ſome 
material Words or Paſſages; or by altering my Senle; and 


putting it in an abſurd or Ridiculous Dreſs. of your ns 


you have altogether miſrepreſented me; And if you hav 


Publickly Defamed and Injured not only the Letrer-Writer 


and me, but alſo an Archbiſhop and Biſhop of our Church (As 
I have ſhewn, I think beyond all Contradiction, that you 


have) I leave you to conſider at whoſe Door the Scandal 


muſt be laid; and what Method is fit to be taken to free 
your ſelf from the Guilt or Puniſhment of it. , Your Book 
indeed, as I am informed, is, and has been, carefully. given 
into many Hands where 18 perhaps may never come. 
But You and 1 muſt one Day Rand before an unerring Tr/- 


againſt 
me, I would moft readily and willingly own my miſtake or 


bunal | 
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banal which cannot, by any ſpecious Pretences, be i 

upon or Deceived : For our Appearance before which, that 
both you and I may, in time, make all proper and | neceſſary 
Preparation, is the earneſt Prayer of 


Your much Injured Friend 


and Brother 


EDW. SYNGE. 


| d _ 
Appendix. 
12 Five Reſulutions, concerning the Execution of the 
Provincial * mentioned in the beginning of this 
Letter are theſ 
1. Reſolved, Nemine Contradicente, That the Archbiſhops 
ſuing Mandates to the ſeveral Biſhops of their reſpective Provinces, 
in Purſuance the Provincial Writs, 4 a due and ſufficient Ex- 
ecution of the ſaid Writs, as 4 a the ſaid Archbiſhops are ob- 
Tiged to execute the ſame. 

2. Reſolved, &c. That in purſuance” f the ſaid Mandates , 
the Biſhops giving Notice to, 224 Requiring their ſeveral Deans, 
and Archdeacons, together wit h the Proctors for i reſpettive 
Chapters and Clergy, that have been duly Elefted by virtue of 
the Pramunientes | #/e, to appear at the place appointed by the 
ſaid Archbiſhops, i, a due and ſufficient Execution of the ſaid 


Writs, 4s far as the ſaid Biſhops are obliged to Execute Ew 
3. Reſolved 
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3. Reſolved, &c: That the Provincial Writs, for this preſent 
Convocation, have been duly Executed. 

Theſe three Reſolutions were framed by me, and that at the 
Requeſt of the committee. And, as they contain nothing but 
| bare matter of Law; without the leaſt Reflection on any Mans 
Perſon ; ſo the Ground of the ſecond of them ( which I went 
upon ) was that one and the ſame place, viz. Dublin, being 
appointed for the meeting of the Clergy of all the four Provinces, 
as well by the Provincial Writs, as the Præmunientes Clauſe ; 
an Election upon the Clauſe having been duly made, there could 
be no Occaſion for a new one upon the Writs. Nor indeed 
could a ſecond Eleftion upon the Wyirs have been at all Practi- 
cable : For if the Clergy are obliged to chooſe the ſame Repre- 
ſentatives, upon the )/7irs, that they have done upon the 
Clanſe ;, It cannot properly be called an Election If they are 
not {> obliged : Then one Dioceſs, by a different choice, might 
have a double Number of Repreſentarives, and another not 
ſo; which would render the Copvotation, an ifregular Aſſembly. 

The other two Reſolutions touch not in the leaſt upon the 
Matter of Law : Nor can I imagine what they were defigned 
for; Except it were to derive an Odium upon the Letter-WWyi- 
ter. The fourth of them (as I remember ) was propoſed by 
a Member of the Committee, who had a Paper in his Hand, on 
which he looked, juſt before he propoſes it; and therefore I 
believe he had it, before hand, ready Written. It is thus, 


4. Reſolved, &c. That this Paragraph doth ſtrike directly at 
the very being of this Convocation, by Aſſert ing that the Writs 
for Electing and Returning the Members thereof, were not duly 
Executed; and Conſequently that this Convocation is not Convened 
by a Legal Authority: dP | 

Whether the fifth Reſolution was, in like manner, Read out 
of a Paper, I do not Remember. The Words of it are as 
follows, STR 

5. Reſolved, &c. That the Aſert ion contained in this Para- 
graph, chat the Provincial by - were never duly Executed, it 

) TEM 4 
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4 falſe and injurious Reflection upon their Graces and Lord(hips the 
Lords Archbiſhops and Biſhops of this Kingdom. 998 
W hat ground the Letrer-Writer had given for theſe two laſt 
harſh Reſolutions ; or, how they or either of them couldContribute 
any ior. the Securing of our Rights and Privileges ;, I 


leave thoſe that are concerned to Debate. But what my Ad- 
verſary (Who was a ſilent Obſerver during the whole Tranſ- 
action) affirms (pag. 23.) viz. That theſe Reſolutions (mean- 
ing all the five) were drawn up and proved by Mr. Synge; I do aver 
to be falſe. For as to the two laſt, I neither drew them up nor 
proved them, nor knew, or ſo much as ſuſpected any thing of 
them, or either of them; until I heard them propoſed, as 1 
have ſaid. And that being the only time that ever I was (or 


intended to be ) er at that Committee's framing any Reſo- 
that Letter; I was not Sollicitous about what 


lutions rouching 
e It being (as I ſuppoſed) time enough for me (being 
no Member of the Committee) to take the matter throughly 
into my Conſideration, when all their Reſolutions touching that 
Letter, ſhould, at one view be offered in the Houſe. 

That I may leave nothing Material, of what.my Adverſary 


either objects, or inſinuates againſt me (whether alone, or in 


Conjunction with others) unanſwered ; I ſhall here take no- 
tice of a Paſſage or two in his Preface ; to which, at firſt indeed 
I did not think a particular Anſwer to be neceſſary and there- 
fore have not inſerted them in the foregoing Letter to him. 

Pag. ii. He doubts not but that the Reader will Wonder that the 
Author of a Letter, cantaining ſuch groſs Abſurdities, ſuch noto- 
rious Falſehoods, and ſuch ſcandalous Reflections upon the Convoca- 
tion ſhould meet with any one Member of that Body ſo much his 
Friend, as to endeagour to Screen him from the Punilhment due to 
Such baſe and unworthy Praftices. And his beſtowing on me, 
in Particular, the name of 4 Strenuous Advocate for the Letter- 
Writer, (Pag. 22 gives me cauſe to believe that I am the one 
Member whom he here points at. But having already through- 
ly accounted with him for all the Particulars, on which this ge- 
neral Reflection on me is Built; I need ſay no more here; 
but leave the Impartial Reader to be judge between us. I did 
indeed endeavour to keep the whole Diſpute about the Letter 


_— 
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out of the Convocation.; for the doing of which I think my 
Lord Archbiſhop of Dublin's Reaſons (as I have already repre- 
ſented them) are unanſwerable. I alſo defended the truth of 
one Paragraph of it; and have now made good all that I ſaid 1 | 
upon that Subject. And if my Adverſary has any more In- | 
ſtances to object to me; I deſire him not to ſpare me: Let him 
ſpeak the Truth, the whole Truth, and nothing but the Truth, J 
(in all which he has hitherto notoriouſly failed) and 1 am ready 
to anſwer him. But if the Author of the Letrer were guilty of 
ſuch baſe and unworthy Prattices, as is here pretended ; it is ve- 

ry ſtrange that his Adverſaries ſhould chooſe to paſs their fr 
and moſt heavy Cenſure upon a poor innocent Parapragh of it; 
againſt which, upon a fair Tryal they can find nothing to make 

ood their Charge ; without adding either the word Þ Hypeeri- 

Nac or [ only ] to the word L Pretence ] as | have already 

ewn. 

In the ſame page. What End or View ( ſays he) thoſe few 
Gentlemen who appeared in his (i. & the Letter-Writer”s ) fa- 
vour might have had, it is not for me do Determine. The mean- 
ing of which paſſage, I confeſs, I ſhould not have underſtood, 
if a Perſon of worth, and a Friend of the Replyer's, as well as 
mine, had not been ſo juſt as to let me know that it was ob- 
jected to me, by thoſe who were ſo much offended at me, that 
what I did in the Convocation was upon a Proſpett of Prefer ment: 
Beſides that others have aſſured me that it has been very con- 
fidently given out of me, that I was ſeveral times- in private 
Conference with the Lord-Lieutenant, and one of the Concer- 
tors of what was to be done, in that Affair of the Letter. To 
which, and all ſuch injurious whiſpers ( that have been handed 
about againſt me, in the ſame manner as the Replyers Buok was 
for ſeveral Months before it was Publiſhed ) I anſwer, that as 
in all the buſineſs of Convocation, I never to my knowlege did 
other than my Duty ( of which, by this time, I hope, the im- 
partial Reader is, in ſome meaſure ſatisfied ) ſo had I therein 

no other view, than that of diſcharging a good Conſcience : 

And, as for Preferment, no Man ſure that had the leaſt Deſign 
upon it, would have acted as I did. For-Inever made the leaſt 
Application to his Excellency SN for that or any thing elſe; 
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I never ſpoke a Word to him but once out of Chriſt-Church-Pul- 
pit when it was my turn to Preach; and another time in the 
Council-Chamber when I was brought as a Wirneſs upon a hear- 
ing between Party and Party: Nor did I ever at any other time 
ſo-much as appear in his ſight ; except once for the ſpace of not 
above one Minute about five or fix * after his firſt coming 
into the Government; and whatever was or might be Concert 
at the Caſtle touching the Proceedings upon the Letter, or any 
thing elſe; I neither then did, nor do I now know any more 
of it, than what I have heard, by accident in common Diſcourſe, 
or intimated in the Debates that were in the Houſe about thoſe 
Affairs: Nor did J ever (that I remember) ſo much as hear of 
any thing that was done or deſigned by my Lord Lieutenant in 
all that "Tranſaction ; until the Thing became the common Diſ- 
courſe of all that made the leaſt enquiry into ſuch Matters. 


It is high time now to diſmiſs the Reader: But, before I 


conclude, I muſt add this much; That, however I may differ 
from my Adverfary in other things (And, with God's help, 
will differ from him, as long as I have Truth on my fide) yer 
in that inclination to Peace and Unity, which, at the latter end 
of his Preface, he expreſſes, I do from my heart join with him. 
I cannot indeed ſay, as he does, that Her Majeſty has been plea- 
ſed to Reſtore His Grace the Duke of Ormonde to the Govern- 
ment over us. For to Reſtore, in our Language, is an Act of 
Jer (not of Favour ) and preſuppofes a Right in him to 
whom the Reſtitution is made. But this 1 do ſay, and that with 
all ſincerity, that I do ſhare in the Univerſal Joy of the whole 
Nation (And 1 heartily wiſh it may be Univerſal) that Her 
Majeſty has, out of Her great Goodneſs, been pleaſed to appoint 
His Grace for our Lord Lieutenant and Chief Governour: 
Nor do I doubt but that His Grace will do all that lyes in his 
Power that we may once again enjay the Halcyon Days of Peace 


and Unity, for which this ſame Convocation was heretofore ſo Re- 


markable (And might, I think, have been ſo ſtill, if it had nac 
been for the Repiyer) under the happy influence of His Grace 
Protection. I think that every Man, who wiſhes well to our 
Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution , ought, with Thanks, to acknow. 
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ledge that it was ro His Grace's Mediation with Her Majeſty, 
that we owed the Reſtitution of our Right to Meet and Att in 
Convocation : And I heartily wiſh that we may never again be 
Prorogued Sitting the Parliament: Altho* 1 dare not (with the 
Replyer) inſinuate, that what, of that fort has lately been done 
(As I ſuppoſe by Her Majeſty's Royal Authority ) was not 
done Regularly. It is indeed moſt True that during his Grace 
Government, we were 45 4 Family at Unity with it ſelf : And the 


ſame Unity, in which His Grace had ſo 6.4 ah fixed us, we 


might all along have EI, If the Replyer had not firſt 
iven Occaſion to, and afterwards fomented, our Diviſions. 
e alſo appeared to have an Unired Zeal for the Glory of God: 
But who they were that firſt ſeemed to fall from that Zeal, by 
being more intent upon the Cenſuring of an Anonymous 
Letter, than the Converſion of the Papiſts, or reconciling the 
Diſſenters; Let all Men, that know any thing of our late 
Tranſactions, confider and Judge. I pray God that our Zeal 
for his Glory may Revive; that we may all continue Zealous 
or Her Majeſty's Service and the Peace and Safety of our Eſta- 
liſhed Church ; that Unity may again be eſtabliſhed in the 
Lower Houſe of Convocation ; And that perfect Unity and 
Harmony between the two Houſes may always continue. And 


whoſoever has not ſincerely made, ar ſhall not ſo make theſe 


things (In a due ſubordination of one to the other) the Great 


and Ruling End of all he has done, or ſhall do in Convocation 
(I ſpeak for my ſelf alone) Let him be as Infamous in the 


World, as I am ſenſible that, without Repentance, he muſt 
and will be Odious to God. | 

I am heartily ſorry for the neceſſity I lye under of ſaying any 
thing that may leſſen that Reputation which the Replyer once , 
in the Opinion of many, had ſeemed fo well to have Eſtabliſh- 
ed. Bur (As he himſelf fays, Pref. Pag. ii.) Truth is a rigid 
inflexible thing, and has no Regard to Character or Station. And 
as it is lawful for every Man to ſpeak all ſuch Truth, as is ne- 
ceſſary in order to his own Juſt Defence; fo do I affure the 


Reader (upon the Word of an Honeſt Man) that in all this 


Defence 
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Defence of mine, I have, willingly, neither concealed , nor in 
the leaſt diſguiſed any one thing that my Adverſary has Object- 
ed againſt me; that 1 have neither affirmed nor denied an 
thing, in point of Fact, beyond what I have a very diſtin 
Remembrance of; And that I have not once offered any Rea- 
on or Argument but what, in my own Judgmant, is Conclu- 
ſive and SatiafaQory z and therefore is freely Submitted to the 
Cenſure of every one that is impartial. 


\ 
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NE 24. Line 15. Read Unqueſtionably. page 37. 
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